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Figure 1. We build a universal multimodal information retriever UnilR through instruction tuning. UnilR is capable of accepting any form

of query and instruction to retrieve information in any modality.

Abstract

Existing information retrieval (IR) models often assume
a homogeneous format, limiting their applicability to di-
verse user needs, such as searching for images with text
descriptions, searching for a news article with a headline
image, or finding a similar photo with a query image. To
approach such different information-seeking demands, we
introduce UnilR, a unified instruction-guided multimodal
retriever capable of handling eight distinct retrieval tasks
across modalities. UnilR, a single retrieval system jointly
trained on ten diverse multimodal-IR datasets, interprets
user instructions to execute various retrieval tasks, demon-
strating robust performance across existing datasets and
zero-shot generalization to new tasks. Our experiments
highlight that multi-task training and instruction tuning are
keys to UnilR’s generalization ability. Additionally, we con-
struct the M-BEIR, a multimodal retrieval benchmark with
comprehensive results, to standardize the evaluation of uni-
versal multimodal information retrieval.

1. Introduction

Information retrieval (IR) is a pivotal task that involves
sourcing relevant information from vast data collections to
meet specific user requirements [50]. This process has be-
come increasingly important with the advent of generative
Al [3, 9, 49, 58], as it not only enables precise attribu-
tion but also mitigates the risk of inaccuracies and fabri-
cations in generated content [2, 48]. Despite the crucial
role of IR in the current technological landscape, much
of the existing literature—particularly within the realm of
multimodal IR—remains narrow in scope, focusing mainly
on homogeneous retrieval scenarios with pre-defined for-
mat, and oftentimes within a single domain. For example,
MSCOCO [35] considers retrieving Flickr images via text
caption, while EDIS [39] considers retrieving news head-
line images with news title. Such a homogeneous setting
is insufficient to accommodate users’ diverse information-
seeking needs, which often transcends domains and modal-
ities. For instance, while some users may search for web
images through textual queries, others might use a photo
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of a dress along with text input like “similar styles” or
“color in red” to find similar fashion products for that spe-
cific dress. The current suite of multimodal retrieval sys-
tems falls short in its capacity to accommodate these di-
verse user demands, limited to task-specific fine-tuning of a
pre-trained CLIP [47] model. In recognition of these lim-
itations, a compelling need arises to conceptualize and de-
velop a more flexible, general-purpose neural retriever that
bridges different domains, modalities, and retrieval tasks to
serve the diverse needs of users.

In this paper, we propose the UnilR framework to learn a
single retriever to accomplish (possibly) any retrieval task.
Unlike traditional IR systems, UnilR needs to follow the in-
structions to take a heterogeneous query to retrieve from a
heterogeneous candidate pool with millions of candidates
in diverse modalities. To train UnilR models, we construct
M-BEIR, a benchmark of instruction following multimodal
retrieval tasks building on existing 10 diverse datasets and
unifying their queries and targets in a unified task formu-
lation. The query instructions are curated to define the
user’s retrieval intention, thereby guiding the information
retrieval process. We train different UnilR models based
on pre-trained vision-language models like CLIP [47] and
BLIP [33] on 300K training instances in M-BEIR with dif-
ferent multimodal fusion mechanisms (score-level fusion
and feature-level fusion). We show that UnilR models are
able to follow instructions precisely to retrieve desired tar-
gets from a heterogeneous candidate pool. Our best UnilR
model is based on CLIP with score fusion, which not only
achieves very competitive results on fine-tuned datasets but
also generalizes to held-out datasets (Figure 6). Our abla-
tion study reveals two insights: (1) Multi-task training in
UnilR(BLIP) is beneficial, which leads to +9.7 improve-
ment in terms of recall@5 over single-task training (Ta-
ble 6); (2) Instruction tuning is critical to help models gener-
alize to unseen retrieval datasets and leads to +10 improve-
ment in terms of recall@5 (Figure 5).

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

e UnilR Framework: A universal multimodal information
retrieval framework designed to integrate various multi-
modal retrieval tasks into a cohesive system.

* M-BEIR: A large-scale multimodal retrieval benchmark
that assembles 10 diverse datasets from multiple domains,
encompassing 8 distinct multimodal retrieval tasks.

¢ We introduce UnilR models, which are universal retriev-
ers trained on M-BEIR, setting a foundational baseline for
future research. Additionally, we evaluated the zero-shot
performance of SOTA vision-language pre-trained mod-
els on the M-BEIR benchmark.

2. UnilR Framework
2.1. Problem Definition

In a universal multimodal search engine, users can initiate
various search tasks based on their specific needs. These
tasks involve different types of queries and retrieval can-
didates. The query q could be in text ¢;, image ¢; or
even image-text pair (gi, ¢;), while the retrieval candidate ¢
could also be text ¢, image ¢; or an image-text pair (¢, ;).
Eight existing retrieval tasks are being defined in Table 1.
Please note that the compositional query, (g;, g¢), typically
involves a text-based question g; about an image ¢;. On the
other hand, a compositional target, (¢;, ¢;), usually includes
an image c¢; accompanied by a descriptive text ¢y, providing
contextual information.

To accommodate different retrieval intentions, we intro-
duce a language task instruction ¢;,s: to represent the in-
tention of the retrieval task. This instruction clearly defines
what the search aims to find, whether seeking images, text,
or a mix of both, and specifies the relevant domain. Further
information can be found in Section 3. More formally, we
aim to build a unified retriever model f capable of taking
any type of query to retrieve any type of target specified by
the instruction q; s+ :

¢ = argmax|f(q, Ginse)” - f(e)]
{c}eC

Here, C denotes the heterogeneous candidate pool, f(-) is
the function we are optimizing for maximum dot-product
retrieval, and c¢* is the predicted result.

By including task instructions, we unify different mul-
timodal retrieval tasks into a single framework, thus en-
abling us to build a general-purpose multimodal retriever.
Furthermore, instruction fine-tuned language models have
shown the capability to perform zero-shot generalization to
unseen tasks by following instructions. However, applying
this concept of zero-shot generalization to the multimodal
retrieval domain faces challenges due to the lack of exist-
ing datasets tailored for this purpose. To address this gap,
we are creating a comprehensive, unified dataset named M-
BEIR, which is detailed in Section 3. M-BEIR will serve
as a foundational resource for exploring and advancing the
capabilities of multi-modal retrieval models.

2.2. UnilR Model

In this section, we present the UnilR model, our unified
multimodal information retrieval system. The UnilR model
is adept at handling distinct retrieval tasks simultaneously.
We experimented with two multimodal fusion mechanisms
for UnilR, namely score-level fusion [41] and feature-level
fusion [19, 39]. To explore the effectiveness of these ap-
proaches, we adapted pre-trained models such as CLIP [47]
and BLIP [33] for our purposes as follows.



Task (query - candidate) Dataset Instruction (shown 1 out of 4) Domain Train Dev Test Pool
VisualNews [37]  Identify news-related image match with the description News 99K 20K 20K 542K

1.gt — ¢ MSCOCO [35] Find an everyday image match with caption Misc. 100K 24.8K 248K 5K
Fashion200K [18] Based on fashion description, retrieve matched image Fashion 15K 1.7K  1.7K 201K

2.qt = ¢t WebQA [6] Find an paragraph from Wikipedia to answer the question Wiki 16K 1.7K 24K 544K
3. g0 = (ci, c) EDIS [39] Find a news image matching with the caption News 26K 32K 32K IM
@ o WebQA [6] Find a Wiki image that answer the question Wiki 17K 1.7K 25K 403K
VisualNews [37]  Provide a news-related caption for the displayed image News 100K 20K 20K 537K

4.9 — ¢t MSCOCO [35] Find a caption describe the an image Misc. 113K 5K 5K 25K
Fashion200K [18] Find a description for the fashion item in the image Fashion I5K 48K 48K 61K

5.q —ci NIGHTS [15] Find an image that is identical to the given image Misc. 16K 2K 2K 40K
6. (g1, q:) — ¢ OVEN [19] Retrieve a Wiki text that answer the given query about the image Wiki 150K 50K 50K 676K
- 4 G ‘ InfoSeek [10] Find an article that answers the given question about the image Wiki 141K 11K 11K 611K
7. (g3, qt) = c FashionIQ [56] Find an image to match the fashion image and style note Fashion 16K 2K 6K 74K
A\ ‘ CIRR [40] I’m looking for a similar everyday image with the described changes Misc. 26K 2K 4K 21K
8. (qi,q) — (i, ct) OVEN [19] Find a Wiki image-text pair to answer a question regarding an image Wiki 157K 14.7K 14.7K 335K
-\ g %) InfoSeek [10] Find a Wiki image-text pair to answers my question about this image Wiki 143K 17.6K 17.6K 481K
10 datasets 64 instructions 4 domains 1.IM 182K 190K 5.6M

Table 1. The overview of M-BEIR training/validation/test set.

Score-level Fusion. As illustrated in Figure 2(a), the
score-level fusion variants for CLIP and BLIP (denoted as
CLIPsr and BLIPsp) employ distinct encoders for vision
and text. Specifically, the vision encoder is marked as f;
and the uni-modal text encoder as f;. In these methods,
both image and text inputs (whether from a query or a tar-
get) are processed into two individual vectors. These vec-
tors undergo a weighted sum to form a unified representa-
tion vector. This process is mathematically represented as
f(qiv di, Qinst) = wlfl(qi) + waT(Qta Qinst) for queries
and f(c, ) = wsfr(a) + wafr(c) for targets. There-
fore, the similarity score between a query q and a target c
is calculated as a weighted sum of the within-modality and
cross-modality similarity scores:

: f(cia Cl)
(¢i) + wowa fr(q, Ginse)” fr(cy)
(cr) + wows fr (g, qinse )T fr(ci)

= f(Qh gty qinst)T
= wiws f1(q)" f1
+wiwafr(a)" fr

Sq,c

w1, we, W3, wy is a set of learnable parameters that reflects
importance weights.

Feature-level Fusion. Contrasting the approach of pro-
cessing uni-modal data separately, feature-level fusion in-
tegrates features during the encoding phase. This fusion
method computes a unified feature vector for multi-modal
queries or candidates using mixed-modality attention lay-
ers. As illustrated in Figure 2 (b), for the CLIP feature-level
fusion (CLIPgg), we have enhanced the pre-trained vision
encoder f7 and text encoder fr with a 2-layer Multi-Modal
Transformer, which follows the same architecture as TS5

More detailed query instruction design can be found in Appendix.
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Figure 2. (a) Score-level fusion encodes each modality into
a single feature; (b) CLIP feature-level fusion (CLIPrF) fuses
two modalities into a single feature with a mix-modality trans-
former layer; (c) BLIP feature-level fusion (BLIPrr) adopts
cross-attention to output a single feature vector.

Transformer, forming a mixed-modality encoder fynx. In
the case of BLIP feature-level fusion (BLIPgg), the process
begins with the extraction of image embeddings through the
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Figure 3. Examples of six query instances in the M-BEIR dataset. Each example query instance includes a query q, a human-annotated

natural language instruction gi,s, and a positive(relevant) candidate ¢ ™.

vision encoder f;. These embeddings are then integrated
with text embeddings through the cross-attention layers of
BLIP’s image-grounded text encoder, also labeled as fyx.
In both CLIPgr and BLIPgg, the output from fyx is a com-
prehensive feature vector that combines information from
both image and text modalities. The final representations
for the query and target, denoted as fyix(gi, ¢, ¢inst ) and
fvix (ci, ) respectively, are obtained separately but using
the same fa;7x. The similarity score between the query
and the target is then calculated by:

Saqe = IMix(Gis Gty Ginse )T - Fvix(ciy o)

We fine-tuned the above-detailed four types of model vari-
ants on the M-BEIR training data (detail in Section 3), em-
ploying the query-target contrastive objective. To adhere to
a uniform instruction tuning format, instructions q; ,s+ were
integrated as prefixes to the text query ¢;. See examples in
Figure 3. We input padding tokens for queries or candidates
missing either image or text modalities.

3. M-BEIR Benchmark

To train and evaluate unified multimodal retrieval models,
we build a large-scale retrieval benchmark named M-BEIR
(Multimodal BEnchmark for Instructed Retrieval). The
M-BEIR benchmark comprises eight multimodal retrieval
tasks and ten datasets from a variety of domains and image
sources. Each task is accompanied by human-authored in-
structions, encompassing 1.5 million queries and a pool of
5.6 million retrieval candidates in total (see Table 1).

3.1. Data Format

To unify multimodal retrieval tasks, which consist of differ-
ent modalities in the source query and target candidate, each
task in M-BEIR includes queries Q = {q1, qa, ...}, a set of
candidates C = {cq,ca,...}, where q and c both support
text and image modality, and a human-authored instruc-
tion ginst 1s provided to specify the intent of the retrieval
task. Each query instance in the M-BEIR dataset includes
a query q, an instruction ¢;s¢, a list of relevant(positive)
candidate data ¢ and a list of potentially available irrele-
vant(negative) candidate data c~. See examples in Figure 3.
Every M-BEIR query instance has at least one positive can-
didate data and possibly no negative candidate data. Our
default retrieval setting is that the model needs to retrieve
the positive candidates from a heterogeneous pool of candi-
dates in all different modalities and domains.

3.2. Dataset Collection

The M-BEIR benchmark encompasses various domains:
everyday imagery, fashion items, Wikipedia entries, and
news articles. It integrates 8 multimodal retrieval tasks by
leveraging a variety of datasets.

Data Selection. To build a unified instruction-tuned
multimodal retrieval model and comprehensive evaluation
benchmark, we aim to cover a wide range of multimodal
tasks, domains, and datasets. These include retrieval-
focused datasets (OVEN [19], EDIS [39], CIRR [40] and
FashionlQ [56]), image-caption datasets (MS-COCO [35],
Fashion200K [18], VisualNews [37]), image-similarity
measurement dataset (NIGHTS [15]), along with retrieval-



| Zero-shot | Multi-task (X instruction) | UniIR(V instruction)
Task Dataset | BLIP2 |CLIPss CLIPg BLIPsp BLIPgr BLIPpr 35 | CLIPsr (A)  CLIPRe (A)  BLIPsr (A)  BLIPr: (A)  BLIPgg 354 (A)
VisualNews 0.0 12.7 8.8 5.0 8.3 10.5 42,6 (+29.9) 28.8 (+20.0) 20.9 (+15.8) 23.0 (+14.8) 26.5(+16.0)
Lg—c¢ MSCOCO 0.0 27.3 24.6 22.9 27.7 35.2 77.9 (+50.6)  74.7 (+50.1) 71.6 (+48.7) 75.6 (+47.8) 75.7 (+40.4)
Fashion200K 0.0 5.9 5.9 5.7 9.0 13.1 17.8 (+11.9) 155 (+9.7) 243 (+18.6) 254 (+16.4) 26.7 (+13.6)
2.4, = ¢ WebQA | 352 | 823 67.9 74.4 76.1 76.9 | 84.7(+2.5) T84(+10.6) 789 (+4.4) 79.5(+34) 792 (+2.4)
34 (e EDIS 0.0 41.1 38.3 33.6 36.0 385 59.4 (+18.3) 50.0 (+11.7) 472 (+13.6) 50.3 (+14.4) 514 (+12.9)
24— GG WebQA 0.0 68.2 62.5 73.2 74.7 75.2 78.8 (+10.6) 753 (+12.8) 76.8(+3.6) 79.7 (+5.0) 79.4 (+4.2)
VisualNews 0.0 12.1 8.2 4.8 4.9 6.0 42.8 (+30.7) 28.6 (+20.4) 19.4 (+14.6) 21.1(+16.3) 22.9 (+16.9)
4.q— ¢ MSCOCO 0.0 84.6 80.8 74.9 76.9 81.4 92.3(+7.8)  89.0 (+8.2) 882 (+13.4) 88.8(+11.9) 90.1 (+8.7)
Fashion200K 0.0 1.2 13 2.6 3.6 4.0 17.9 (+16.7) 137 (+12.4) 243 (+21.7) 27.6 (+24.1) 28.4 (+24.4)
5.¢— ¢ NIGHTS | 240 | 310 30.8 32.9 31.3 325 [320(+1.0) 31.9(+1.2) 334(+04) 33.0(+1.6) 33.7(+1.3)
6. (Ga) — OVEN 0.0 36.8 31.6 33.2 37.7 39.2 392 (+2.4) 347 (+3.1) 352(+2.0) 387 (+1.0) 40.7 (+1.5)
-8 Q) = G InfoSeek 0.0 18.3 15.4 11.9 17.8 17.1 24.0 (+5.8) 17.5(+2.1) 167 (+4.8) 197 (+1.9) 19.2 (+2.0)
7 @) — ¢ FashionIQ 3.9 22.8 19.7 26.1 28.1 29.0 243 (+1.5)  20.5(+0.9) 262(+0.1) 28.5(+0.5) 29.8 (+0.9)
@) = & CIRR 6.2 32.0 327 36.7 45.1 47.4 439 (+11.9) 409 (+8.2) 43.0(+6.3) 51.4(+6.3) 51.1(+3.8)
8. (4.0 — (e 1) OVEN 13.8 58.7 50.1 51.0 51.6 53.1 60.2 (+1.5) 558 (+5.7) 51.8(+0.8) 57.8(+6.2) 59.5 (+6.4)
- e G % InfoSeek 11.4 423 31.5 23.0 25.4 252 44.6 (+2.4) 368 (+5.3) 254 (+2.5) 277 (+23) 31.1(+5.9)
Average | 59 | 361 31.9 32.0 34.6 36.5 | 489 (+12.8) 433 (+11.4) 427 (+10.7) 455 (+10.9) 46.6 (+10.1)

Table 2. Benchmarking universal information retrieval on M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) with Recall@5 (except using Recall@10 for Fash-
ion200K, FashionIQ). A: UnilR - Multi-task. 384 refers to image resolution. Bold: top-1 performance. Underline: top-2.

based VQA datasets (InfoSeek [10], WebQA [6]). These
datasets, originally designed for different purposes, are ef-
fectively repurposed as retrieval tasks within the M-BEIR
benchmark. In the case of image-caption datasets, we re-
purpose the image-caption pair as the retrieval task follow-
ing MS-COCO. For the other datasets, we adopt original
queries and use the annotated gold candidates as positive
candidates ¢t and annotated hard negatives as irrelevant
candidates ¢~. We also adopt the provided candidate pool.
In total, M-BEIR covers 8 different multimodal retrieval
tasks and 4 domains with a global pool of 5.6 million can-
didates. See Table 3 for the full dataset list. To ensure data
balance in our benchmark, we trim down candidate pools
and instances from the larger datasets such as VisualNews,
OVEN, and InfoSeek, which originally contained 1 to 6 mil-
lion instances, significantly larger than other datasets. To fa-
cilitate training, validation, and testing, we use the original
dataset splits from each dataset. If the dataset only releases
a validation set, we hold out a part of the training data to use
for validation and report results on the original validation
set. Otherwise, we report results using the test set. More
details on data processing can be found in the Appendix.

Instruction Annotation Guideline. One of the key com-
ponents of the success of instruction-tuning is the diverse
instructions that specify the intention of the task [12, 55].
To design instructions for multimodal retrieval tasks, we
took inspiration from the instruction schema in TART [1].
Our M-BEIR instruction describes a multimodal retrieval
task by intent, domain, query modality, and target candidate
modality. Specifically, intent describes how the retrieved re-
sources are related to the query. The domain defines the ex-
pected resource of the target candidate, such as Wikipedia
or fashion products. For a text-to-image retrieval dataset

like Fashion200K [18], our instruction would be: “Based on
the following fashion description, retrieve the best matching
image.” More examples in Table 1 and Figure 3. Following
the instruction annotation guideline, we authored 4 instruc-
tions for each query in every retrieval task. The full list of
instructions is in the Appendix Table 9 and Table 10.

3.3. Evaluation Metrics

We follow the standard retrieval evaluation metric, re-
call@k, used for MSCOCO and report results for all
datasets.  Specifically, we adhere to the recall imple-
mentation of CLIP [47]/BLIP [33] for MSCOCO, which
counts the retrieved instance as correct if it overlaps with
relevant instances. We mainly report Recall@5 for all
datasets except Fashion200K and FashionlQ, following the
prior work [56] to report Recall@10. Full results of Re-
call@1/5/10 can be found in the Appendix Table 11.

4. Experiments

In our experiments, we assess a variety of multimodal
retrieval models on the M-BEIR dataset, leveraging pre-
trained vision-language transformer models. We use pub-
licly available checkpoints, as listed in Table 2. Our evalu-
ation encompasses both SOTA models, fine-tuned baselines
and UnilR models(detailed in Section 2) under two retrieval
scenarios: (1) retrieving from the M-BEIR 5.6 million can-
didate pool, which consists of the retrieval corpus from all
tasks, and (2) retrieving from a task-specific pool (with ho-
mogeneous candidates) provided by the original dataset,
which is to enable fair comparison with existing SoTA re-
trievers. We name this task-specific pool as M-BEIR ;.
The retrieval process involves a two-step pipeline. Firstly,
we extract multimodal feature vectors for all the queries and
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Figure 4. Visualization of top 5 retrieved candidates from M-BEIR with 3 models on EDIS. Without instructions, zero-shot and multi-task
training models mostly retrieve the wrong modality (text-only). UnilR retrieves candidates accurately with the right modality (image, text).

candidates in the pool. We then utilize FAISS [26], a pow-
erful library for efficient similarity searches in dense vector
spaces, to index and retrieve candidates.

4.1. Baselines

Zero-shot SoTA Retriever. We utilize pre-trained vision-
language models such as CLIP (L-14)[47], SigLIP (L)[59],
BLIP (L) [33], and BLIP2 [34] as our baseline feature ex-
tractors. The caveat is that these models cannot understand
the intent of the retrieval task as the input is only query (,
thus, they are expected to achieve low performance in the
standard setting (1) with a heterogeneous candidate pool.
We do not use ¢ instructions as we found this even degrades
zero-shot retrieval performance.

Single/Multi-task Fine-tuned Baselines. We fine-tune
CLIP and BLIP on this specific dataset as our single-task
baseline retrievers. We also fine-tune CLIP and BLIP
jointly on all M-BEIR training data without incorporating
instructions as our multi-task baseline retrievers. The model
only takes in q and ¢ using the query-target contrastive
training objective to maximize the positive pair similarity
while minimizing negative pair similarity.

Implementation Details. For all the CLIP and BLIP vari-
ants, we employ the largest checkpoint, i.e., ViT-L14 [14].
The default image resolution is 224 x 224 unless specified

otherwise. We use a batch size of 105 for CLIP variants and
115 for BLIP variants. We adopt other hyperparameters as
reported in the original implementations. For score fusion
methods, we set w; = we = wg = wy = 1 by default.
All our experiments are conducted on a single node with 8
H100 GPUs. Further details can be found in the Appendix.

4.2. Experimental Results

We report the main results on M-BEIR in Table 2, where
models retrieve candidates from the 5.6 M pool. We show
that zero-shot models struggle to retrieve queried infor-
mation from such a heterogeneous pool. We demonstrate
instruction-tuning as a crucial component in Table 3 and
show multimodal fusion architecture design insights in Ta-
ble 5. Furthermore, we also conduct experiments to un-
derstand the zero-shot generalization of UnilR, where we
would train UnilR on a subset of datasets and evaluate it on
the held-out test set, which makes UnilR fairly comparable
with other zero-shot retrievers.

Zero-shot retrievers cannot comprehend retrieval inten-
tion. We first benchmark four open-sourced cross-modal
embedding models and found the recall values on most
tasks are near zero. To demonstrate this, we have provided
an example of BLIP2 in Table 2. These pre-trained mod-
els struggle to comprehend the task intention without the



guidance of instruction. For example, in the text-to-image
retrieval task on MSCOCO, all zero-shot models retrieve
text instances from the global pool, leading to 0% recall
rate. This outcome is expected, given that similarity scores
tend to be higher when the query and candidate come from
the same modality. Furthermore, we observed that zero-
shot models, for example, BLIP2 in Table 2 cannot effec-
tively fuse modalities as the recall of WebQA drops from
35.2% to 0% when the retrieval candidates are image-text
pairs instead of text snippets. In Figure 4, we present exam-
ples where BLIP2 retrieves distracting candidates from the
wrong modality for an EDIS query.

ZS  Multi. UnilR ZS  Multi. UnilR
Task CLIP CLIPsg CLIPsg (A) BLIP BLIPg BLIPgr (&)
1. 0.0 153  46.1 +308 0.0 150  41.3 +263)
2. 32.1 823 847 +25) 38.1 76.1 79.5 (+3.4)
3. 6.1 54.6  69.1 +145 0.0 62.0  65.0 +3.0
4. 0.0 326 51.0@+184) 0.0 284 459 (+17.4)
5. 25.3 31.0  32.0 +1.0) 25.1 313  33.0@+16)
6. 0.0 27.5  31.6 (+4.1) 0.0 27.8 292 (+1.5
7. 4.9 274  34.1 (+6.7) 4.8 36.6  40.0 +3.4)
8. 23.3 50.5 524 +1.9) 9.0 38.5 427 (+42)
Avg. 79 36.1 489 (+128) 5.7 346 455 +109)

Table 3. Experiments of instruction-tuning. Retrieve from the
M-BEIR (Recall@5). A: UnilR - Multi-task (Multi.).

Instruction-tuning improves retrieval on M-BEIR. To
understand the benefit of instruction-tuning in UnilR, we
present a comparison of UnilR with multi-task fine-tuned
baselines in Table 3. Despite having the same architecture,
UnilR models show significant improvement over baselines
on M-BEIR. The average Recall@5 has increased by 12.8
and 10.9, respectively. We also discovered that the largest
improvement was observed in cross-modality retrieval tasks
1 and 3. Without instructions, the multi-task baselines
struggle to understand the task intention and tend to retrieve
candidates from the same modality as the query. However,
Instruction-tuning does not significantly improve within-
modality retrieval tasks like 2 and 5 as these do not require
the embedding model to understand intent.

UnilR can precisely follow instructions. To further
demonstrate the advantages of UnilR over Multi-task fine-
tuning baselines, we conducted an analysis of the retrieval
error. The errors were classified into three categories: in-
correct modality, incorrect domain, and other errors. The

|  Multi-task | UnilR
Error Types | CLIPse  BLIPrs | CLIPs  BLIPgr
Xmodality | 58.8%  509% | 27%  152%
X domain 03%  05% | 0.1%  0.0%
Other 409%  48.6% | 972%  B84.38%

Table 4. Error analysis on M-BEIR.

results are presented in Table 4. The Multi-task models
showed a high error rate of 58.8% and 50.9% in retriev-
ing instances with the wrong modality from the global pool.
However, with instruction finetuning, UnilR models were
able to successfully learn to retrieve intended modalities, re-
sulting in a significant drop in error rate to 2.7% and 15.2%.
In Figure 4, we show examples of incorrect modality er-
rors by visualizing the top 5 retrieved candidates using zero-
shot, multi-task and UnilR models on one of EDIS queries.
Specifically, the zero-shot model (BLIP2) and multi-task
model (CLIPsg) mostly retrieve distracting candidates from
the wrong modality (c;), while UnilR (CLIPgg) retrieves all
positive candidates from the right modality (c;, ¢;). More
examples can be found in Appendix Figure 7-16.

Zero-shot UnilR
Task CLIP BLIP \ CLIPgr  CLIPsk () \ BLIPsz  BLIPgR (a)

1. 0.0 0.0 39.7  46.1 (+6.4) 389  41.3 (+24)
2. 32.1  38.1 784  84.7 (+6.3) 789  79.5 +0.7)
3. 6.1 0.0 62.7  69.1 (+6.4) 62.0  65.0 (+3.0
4. 0.0 0.0 438  51.0+73) 440 459 (+19)
5. 253 25.1 319  32.0 0. 334  33.0-04)
6. 0.0 0.0 26.1 31.6 (+5.5) 26.0 29.2 (+32)
7. 4.9 4.8 30.7 34.1 +3.4) 34.6  40.0 (+5.4)
8. 23.3 9.0 46.3 524 (+6.1) 38.6 427 (+4.1)
Avg 79 57 | 433 489@s7) | 427 455 (+28)

Table 5. Experiments of multimodal feature fusion architec-
ture design. Retrieve from the M-BEIR (Recall@5). A: differ-
ence between two model architectures.

UnilR can generalize to unseen retrieval tasks. During
the multi-task fine-tuning stage of UnilR, we excluded three
datasets (WebQA, OVEN, CIRR) and fine-tuned UnilR
models and multi-task baselines on the remaining M-BEIR
datasets. At test time on the M-BEIR global pool, we eval-
uated the zero-shot performance of all fine-tuned models,
as well as SoTA pre-trained retrievers (CLIP and BLIP) on
the three held-out datasets. In Figure 5, we compared the
average performance of SOTA (CLIP and BLIP) retrievers,
the average performance of multi-task fine-tuned baselines
Multi-task(CLIPsg) and Multi-task(BLIPgg), and the aver-
age performance of UnilR (CLIPsg) and UnilR (BLIPgg).
Our results indicate two main findings. Firstly, UnilR
models outperform SoTA retriever baselines by a signifi-
cant margin on held-out datasets during zero-shot evalua-
tion. Secondly, we demonstrate that UnilR models, which
incorporate instruction-tuning, exhibit superior generaliza-
tion abilities on unseen tasks and datasets compared to their
multi-task counterparts without instructions.

Aligning the model architecture with pre-training. In
Table 5, we compare fusion architecture designs between
score-fusion and feature-fusion, where score-fusion is na-
tive to the CLIP model (i.e., CLIPsg) and feature-fusion



SoTA Zero-Shot ST MT  UnilR | sT MT  UnilR
Task Dataset CLIP SigLIP BLIP BLIP2 | CLIPs CLIPss CLIPss (A, | BLIPs  BLIPg  BLIPgr (A,)
VisualNews 433 301 164 167 | 435 406 42.6 (-0.9) 20.0 28  23.4(+34)
Lg—ci MSCOCO 611 757 744 638 80.4 799  81.1(+07) 773 783 797 (+23)
Fashion200K 6.6 365 159  14.0 10.7 168 18.0 (+74) 17.1 258  26.1(+9.0)
2. gt — ¢t WebQA 362 398 449 386 | 817 837 84731 | 6715 779 80.0 (+12.5)
34 o (e ) EDIS 433 270 268 269 | 588 574 59.4(+0.6) 382 512 509 (+12.7)
(4G G WebQA 451 435 203 245 76.3 767 787 (+2.5) 678 792 79.8 (+11.9)
VisualNews 413 308 172 150 | 427 400 43.1 (+04) 2.4 209  22.8(+03)
4. — e MSCOCO 790 882 832 800 | 89.8 903  92.3 (+2.6) 86.0 858  89.9 (+3.9)
Fashion200K 7.7 342 199 142 12.0 184 183 (+63) 15.6 274 289 (+13.3)
5.qi — ¢ NIGHTS 261 289 274 254 | 335 31 32015 | 304 315 33.0(+2.6)
6. (600 — OVEN 242 297 161 122 | 454 46.6 455 (+0.) 33.8 428  41.0(+72)
G q) = G InfoSeek 205 251 102 55 235 283 279 (+44) 18.5 239 22.4(+39)
T ) — FashionIQ 70 144 23 4.4 259 232 244 (-15) 3.0 284 292 (+26.2)
G q) = G CIRR 132 227 106 118 52.0 387  44.6(-73) 13.9 486  52.2(+382)
8. (@an - ey OVEN 388 417 274 213 66.2 69.0  67.6(+1.4) 49.9 563  55.8(+5.9)
6 9) L) poSeek 264 274 166 158 474 492 489 (+1.5) 323 329 33.0(:07)
i Average 325 372 268 248 | 494 494 50612 | 371 458  46.8 (+9.7)

Table 6. Multi-task (MT) instruction-tuning experiments on M-BEIR,cai.  We report Recall@5 results of zero-shot retrieval, single-
task (ST) fine-tuning, and UnilR (with or without instructions) on M-BEIR|eca except for Fashion200K and FashionlQ where we report
Recall@10. Retrieval is conducted from M-BEIRoca (single) candidate pools. As: absolute difference to single task fine-tuning.
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Figure 5. Held-out dataset generalization experiments on M-
BEIR: we train a Multi-task and a UnilR model on 7 held-in
datasets and test on 3 held-out datasets (WebQA, OVEN, CIRR)
from the M-BEIR. Results are averaged over CLIPsr and BLIP.

is native to BLIP with its pre-trained cross-attention trans-
former encoder (i.e., BLIPgr). By adhering to the pre-
training architecture design, we show that the fine-tuned
UnilR models attain higher Recall@5 scores for each task,
with an average improvement of 5.7 and 2.8 for CLIP and
BLIP, respectively. Furthermore, avoid adding randomly
initialized layers during fine-tuning, such as the TS5 mix-
modality layers used in CLIPgg. These layers are not pre-
trained and can lead to overfitting - specifically for tasks
like OVEN/InfoSeek (task 8). The comparison of CLIPggr
and CLIPgr on task 8 reveals a significant drop in perfor-
mance, from 52.4 to 46.3, for the latter.

4.3. Comparison with Existing Methods

To compare UnilR with existing retrievers, we also evalu-
ate the homogeneous setting where the retriever only needs

to retrieve from the task-specific pool, which is more con-
sistent with the traditional IR setup. Additionally, we con-
ducted held-out experiments to examine UnilR’s zero-shot
generalization ability on task-specific pools M-BEIR,, in
comparison to baseline models.

UnilR vs Zero-shot Retrievers. In Table 6, we demon-
strate that while SigLIP attains the highest average value of
zero-shot SOTA retrievers with an average value of 37.2%
on R@5, our UnilR models (CLIPsg) and (BLIPgg) sur-
pass it by a significant margin, with average R@5 values
of 50.6% and 46.8% respectively.

UnilR vs Single-task Tuning. Table 6 demonstrates the
advantages of multi-task instruction-tuning in the UnilR
framework over single-task fine-tuning. Our findings in-
dicate that UnilR (BLIPgp) greatly outperforms its single-
task counterpart by an average of 9.7% on R@5, and ex-
hibits significant improvements on task 7 compositional im-
age retrieval such as CIRR with 48.6% compared to 13.9%.
UnilR (CLIPgE) also demonstrates an overall improvement
of 1.2%, particularly on Fashion200K and Infoseek. In con-
trast, we observed that the multi-task training without in-
structions would not lead to such improvements on average
for CLIPsE, as it remained at 49.4%.

Generalization Performance on Held-Out Datasets and
Tasks In Figure 6, we showed the average zero-shot perfor-
mance of SOTA CLIP and BLIP retrievers, the average zero-
shot performance of multi-task fine-tuned baselines, and
the average zero-shot performance of UnilR (CLIPsg) and
UnilR (BLIPgg) on 3 held-out datasets on M-BEIR .. The
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Figure 6. Held-out dataset generalization experiments on M-
BEIR|oca: We train a Multi-task and a UnilR model on 7 held-in
datasets and test on 3 held-out datasets (WebQA, OVEN, CIRR).
Results are averaged over CLIPsg and BLIPgr.

UnilR models exhibit superior generalization ability on un-
seen tasks and datasets. As shown in Figure 6, UnilR mod-
els consistently outperform the SoTA retrievers and multi-
task training baselines over 3 held-out datasets across 5
tasks. On the other hand, Multi-task training without using
instruction shows moderate improvements over the SoTA
retriever baselines and performs even worse in tasks such
as WebQA (task 2) and OVEN (task 6).

5. Related Work

Multimodal Information Retrieval. In recent years, the
field of cross-modal information retrieval has seen signif-
icant exploration, with a particular emphasis on image-
to-text matching. Datasets such as MSCOCO [27] and
Flickr30k [46] have become standard benchmarks for eval-
uating the progress of pre-trained vision-language mod-
els such as ALIGN [25], VILT [28], ALBEF [32], MU-
RAL [24], and ImageBind [16]. However, fine-grained
image retrieval often hinges on the ability to articulate
intents through text, presenting challenges in multimodal
queries [7] such as ReMuQ [42]. While the text-to-text
retrieval benchmark BEIR [52] has advanced research in
building generalized zero-shot text retrieval systems, a uni-
fied multimodal information retrieval benchmark covering
a diverse range of tasks remains absent. We hope that the
introduction of the M-BEIR will accelerate progress toward
more general multimodal information retrieval models.

Retrieval-augmented Models. Retrieval augmentation has
been studied extensively in the past few years. ORQA [29],
RAELM [17], RAG [30] and FID [22] are among the earli-
est work to learn retriever and language model jointly from
weakly supervised dataset. Later on, RETRO [4] scaled the
retrieval-augmented training to large-scale language mod-
els to show great performance gain with a relatively small-
sized language model. ATLAS [23] further extends the idea
of retrieval-augmented training to few-shot learning and
shows performance gain on broader knowledge-intensive
tasks. These works are mostly focused on retrieving text

paragraphs to augment language models. Later on, RA-
C3M[58], REVEAL [20], and MuRAG [8] have shown the
advantage of retrieving multimodal content from Wikipedia
to answer visually information-seeking questions. The mul-
timodal augmentation idea is also applied to image gen-
eration with several works like KNN-difussion[49] Re-
imagen [9], and RA-diffusion[3]. The closest to our work is
the TART [1], which also aims to build a single retriever to
retrieve different content based on the instruction. However,
TART is still only focused on text-to-text modality.

Instruction tuning. Instruction-tuned models, where mod-
els are trained to follow user instructions, have emerged
as a significant area of research in large language models
(LLMs) [11, 44, 53]. FLAN and FLAN-TS5 [12, 55] have
demonstrated capabilities to generalize to unseen natural
language tasks [43] and InstructGPT [45] further illustrates
how instruction tuning can align language models more
closely with users’ intentions. Recently, visual instruction
tuning has been explored in vision-language tasks such as
visual question answering with models such as Instruct-
BLIP [13] and LLaVA [38] or datasets such as the Multiln-
struct [57]. On image diffusion models, InstructPix2Pix [5]
and MagicBrush [60] dataset show how the diffusion model
can follow instructions to edit images. However, the most
closely related retrieval-augmented models, such as Instruc-
tRETRO [54], RA-DIT [36], as well as embedding models
like OneEmbedder [51] and TART [1], remain text-only. In
contrast, UnilR demonstrates promising cross-dataset gen-
eralization in multimodal retrieval, indicating potential ad-
vancements for integration into multimodal LLMs.

6. Conclusion

We presented UnilR, a framework to build universal multi-
modal information retrieval models. This framework en-
ables one unified retriever to follow natural language in-
struction and accomplish diverse information retrieval tasks
across different modalities. We build the M-BEIR bench-
mark to enable the training and evaluation of UnilR models.
We show that our proposed instruction-tuning pipeline can
generalize well across different retrieval tasks and domains.
However, the existing model performance is still relatively
far from perfect indicating ample room for future improve-
ment. We believe that large-scale pre-training algorithms
with a stronger vision-language backbone model can build
the foundation towards closing this gap and would leave this
direction for future exploration.
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Supplementary Material

6.1. Visualization of Retrieval Results

We present example retrieval results for all 10 datasets in the
M-BEIR benchmark, shown in Figures 7 through 16. For
each dataset, we show one example query and the top 5 can-
didates retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6 M) by UnilR (CLIPgg),
UnilR (BLIPgg), and Multi-task fine-tuned baseline retriev-
ers Multi-task (CLIPsr) and Multi-task (BLIPgg). Our vi-
sualization further demonstrates the findings that we have
discussed in Section 4.

Instruction-tuning improves retrieval on M-BEIR. For
most of the tasks, the multi-task baselines retrieved candi-
dates from undesired modalities. As demonstrated in Fig-
ures 7, 8, 9 and 10, the multi-task baselines only retrieved
text candidates that had a similar meaning to the query and
failed to understand the intent of the task. For instance, in
the VisualNews example 7, the multi-task baselines are dis-
tracted by text that contains the entity names “Obama” and
“Gates”. Similarly, in the WebQA example 11, baseline
models are distracted by text that contains “Saint Peter”.
On the other hand, UnilR models were able to accurately
fetch candidates in the desired modalities.

Single-modality retrieval task. Even without instructions,
the baseline models can perform well in single-modality re-
trieval tasks, such as similar image retrieval in Figure 12.
This is consistent with the results presented in Section 4, as
these tasks do not require a model to understand intent.

Vision and language composed image retrieval task. In
Table 2, it is evident that UnilR (BLIPgp) outperforms
UnilR (CLIPgF) in the composed image retrieval task (task
7). The composed image retrieval task generally involves
modifying a reference image according to a textual descrip-
tion. Our hypothesis is that the “cross-attention” layer in
(BLIPgg) can effectively merge the image and text embed-
dings, making it better suited for this task. Our presented
examples 13 and 14 indicate that models based on BLIPgp
can accurately retrieve the target candidate.

InfoSeek and OVEN tasks. InfoSeek task is more chal-
lenging as compared to the OVEN task, which mainly fo-
cuses on visual entity recognition. Infoseek queries re-
quire details from Wikipedia articles. As illustrated in Ex-
ample 16, only UnilR (BLIPgg) successfully retrieved the
target candidate in the top five results. Although UnilR
(CLIPgF) retrieved 5 related candidates that correctly iden-
tified the lake in the query image, none of them contained
the desired answer.

6.2. Experiment Details

Zero-shot SoTA Retriever. We utilize pre-trained vision-
language models such as CLIP (L-14)[47], SigL.IP (L)[59],
BLIP (L) [33], and BLIP2 [34] as our baseline feature
extractors. We use score-level fusion with w; = wy = 1 to
fuse multimodal features (i.e., element-wise addition). For
task 8 (OVEN and InfoSeek), which contains image-text
queries and candidates, we exclusively use the image for
the input query and candidate, as we found it achieves better
performance in preliminary studies than using both modal-
ities. In addition, we use the Wikipedia page title as the
candidate with the prompt “a picture of [title]”
as we found this approach gives better zero-shot perfor-
mance compared to using 100 tokens from the Wikipedia
page as the candidate. Although BLIP and BLIP2 in-
herently support multimodal feature extraction, these
features were not pre-trained specifically for retrieval tasks.
Therefore, we apply the same approach as CLIP to extract
features (dim=256). We use the CLIP (ViT-L-14),
BLIP (BLIP/models/model_large.pth) and
BLIP2 (BLIP2/blip2 pretrained.pt) mod-
els from the LAVIS [31] library with the sup-
ported feature_extractor function. For SigLIP
(timm/ViT-L-16-SigLIP-256) model, we use the
Open-CLIP [21] library.

UnilR Models and Multi-task fine-tuned Models. We use
the largest checkpoint, ViT-L14 [14], for all CLIP and BLIP
variants. The default image resolution is 224 x 224, and for
UnilR (BLIPgg), we also report the finetuned results with a
resolution of 384 x 384, which is a commonly used setting
for BLIP finetuning. Our batch size is 105 for CLIP vari-
ants and 115 for BLIP variants on the 224 x 224 resolution.
We train the model for 20 epochs using other hyperparam-
eters as reported in the original implementations. For score
fusion methods, we set w; = wy = ws = wy = 1 by de-
fault. CLIPgr uses a 2-layer transformer architecture simi-
lar to the TS Transformer [47], but with only 2 layers and
12 attention heads, with each head having 64 dimensions.
BLIPgg follows the original implementation of BLIP. The
output from the image encoder is fed into transformer layers
of the image-grounded text encoder through cross-attention
layers, and then the output is treated as the fused feature.
We train all our models using in-batch query-candidate con-
trastive loss [47] to maximize the positive pair similarity
while minimizing negative pair similarity. All of our exper-
iments are conducted on a single node with § H100 GPUs.



6.3. Data Collection

M-BEIR Format. Each query instance in the M-BEIR
dataset includes a query q, a list of relevant(positive) can-
didate data ct, and a list of potentially available irrele-
vant(negative) candidate data ¢~. In addition, a human-
authored instruction g; s+ is provided with q to specify the
intent of the retrieval task. It’s important to note that every
M-BEIR query instance has at least one positive candidate
data and possibly no negative candidate data.

VisualNews. We follow the preprocessing pipeline out-
lined in the Visual News dataset [37] and randomly sampled
200K, 40K, and 40K image-caption pairs for our training,
validation, and test sets, respectively. Then, converted them
into M-BEIR format. As a result, we have 100K instances
for task 1 ¢; — ¢; and 100K instances for task 4 ¢; — c;
in the training set. We used all the images and captions in
the Visual News dataset as the initial candidate pool, which
amounted to a total of 2.5M candidates. We then trimmed
down the candidate pool to 1M, ultimately arriving at a final
M-BEIR),, pool of 500K text and 500K images.

Fashion200K. The Fashion200K dataset [18] consists of
image and product description pairs. We use all the avail-
able images and descriptions as our M-BEIR),, candi-
date pool, totalling 260K entries, with 200K images and
60K text descriptions. We randomly selected 30K image-
description pairs from the original training set to form our
training data. The original test data is evenly divided into
a validation and test set. We converted the dataset into M-
BEIR format. In total, we have 15K task 1 (¢ — ¢;) in-
stances and 15K task 4 (¢; — ¢;) instances in training set.

MSCOCO. We wused the Karpathy split [27] for
MSCOCO, which contains 113K/5K/5K images for
train/validation/test. We directly converted MSCOCO into
M-BEIR format. This results in 113K task 4 (¢; — c¢;)
instance and 566K task 1 (¢ — ¢;) instances for the
training set. We then trimmed the task 1 instance down to
100k. When evaluating models on the MSCOCO test split,
we use all the images and captions from the original test
set to construct the test split M-BEIR o, candidate pool,
which has 25K text and 5K images.

WebQA. We followed the full-scale retrieval setting in We-
bQA [6] and constructed the 940K M-BEIR,., candidate
pool. This pool contains 400K pairs of (image, text) and
540K text-only candidates. We convert the WebQA dataset
into the M-BEIR format by using questions as queries. We
randomly sample 5000 instances from the original training
set as our test set. As a result, the M-BEIR WebQA training
set consists of 15K task 2 instances of ¢; — ¢; and 15K task
3 instances of ¢; — (¢, ¢t).

EDIS. We followed the full candidate retrieval setting in
EDIS [39] and use all the 1M image-headline candidates

in EDIS as the M-BEIRy,, candidate pool. We directly
convert the original train/val/test split of 26K/3.2K/3.2K in-
stances into M-BEIR format, which involves using the cap-
tion as the query and the image-headline pair as the positive
candidate. This process results in 26K task 3 ¢; — (¢;, ¢t)
instances in the training set.

NIGHTS. To convert the 20K triplets in the 2AFC NIGHTS
dataset [15] into M-BEIR format, we used the reference im-
age as the query. For the positive candidate, we selected
the image target aligned with human judgment, and for the
negative candidate, we chose the other image target that dis-
agreed with human judgment. This results in 16K/2K/2K
task 5 g; — ¢; instances for train/val/test split. We use all
the 40K images in the NIGHTS dataset as the M-BEIRo¢q
task-specific candidate pool.

FashionIQ. The FashionIQ dataset [56] consists of pairs of
reference and target images alongside two sets of captions.
However, since the captions are not detailed enough, we fol-
low the approach of [40] and concatenated them into a sin-
gle caption. To convert the FashionlQ dataset into M-BEIR
format, we use the reference image and concatenated cap-
tion as a query and the target image as a positive candidate.
All images in FashionlQ serve as the candidate pool for
M-BEIRjoc;;. We randomly sampled 1.7K instances from
the converted training set as our validation set and used the
original validation set as the test set.

CIRR. The CIRR dataset [40], comprises pairs of reference
and target images, along with a modification sentence that
describes the changes made. We consider the reference im-
age and modification sentence as the query and the target
image as a positive candidate for a task 7 (¢;, q;) — ¢; in-
stance. We use all the images in the CIRR dataset as the
M-BEIR.., candidate pool. For validation purposes, we
randomly select 2K instances from the training set, and the
original validation set is used as the test set.

OVEN. The OVEN dataset [19] has instances that include
an image and a visual recognition text question. Addition-
ally, it has a related image(potentially empty) and its corre-
sponding text description as the target candidate. In order
to convert this dataset into M-BEIR format, we treat the im-
age and text question pair as a query, and the image and
text description pair as a positive candidate. The text de-
scription in OVEN [19] is simply the title of the Wikipedia
subject. However, in order to create the candidate text, we
concatenate the Wikipedia title with the first 100 tokens of
its summary. This allows for a more comprehensive under-
standing of the text description. This results in 4M training
instances for task 6 (¢;,q:) — ¢; and 700K instances for
task 8 (¢;,q:) — (¢i, ). We trimmed the instances down
to 120K each. We also trimmed down the original 6M can-
didates pool to 1M and adopted it as M-BEIR |y



InfoSeek. The Infoseek dataset [10] comprises image and
text question pairs, along with an associated image (which
may be empty) and a corresponding text description that
contains the answer. To convert this dataset to M-BEIR for-
mat, we treat the image and text question pair as a query,
and the image and text description pair as a positive can-
didate. However, the text description in Infoseek [10] is
an entire Wikipedia article with thousands of tokens. To
create a proper retrieval task, we split the Wikipedia arti-
cle into snippets of 100 tokens and use the snippet which
contains the exact answer as the positive candidate, and the
rest as negative candidates. This results in 400K training
instances for Task 6 (¢;,q:) — c¢¢, and 300K instances for
Task 8 (¢, q:) — (¢, ct). We trimmed the instances down
to 140K each. We also trimmed down the original 6M can-
didates pool to 1M and adopted it as M-BEIR |,y

We removed distorted text or images and resized the
image to 256 pixels for the shorter dimension in all the
datasets.

M-BEIR Candidates Pool. The M-BEIR (5.6M) candidate
pool is created by combining M-BEIR o, pools from all 10
datasets.

6.4. Additional Experiment Analysis

Zero-shot Retriever Results. In Table 6, we bench-
mark zero-shot retrieval models on each task and found
that SigL.IP performed the best on average. Interestingly,
while the BLIP model performed on par with SigLIP or
even better than CLIP on the MSCOCO dataset, which fo-
cuses on common objects, it underperformed significantly
on other datasets in domains such as news, fashion, and
Wikipedia. However, we observed that SigLIP significantly
outperformed all other models on Fashion200K (36.5) and
FashionlQ (14.4), while CLIP had a clear advantage on
news datasets such as VisualNews (43.3). This suggests
that covering a wide range of visual domains during pre-
training, rather than focusing on a single domain, is crucial
for achieving robust retrieval. M-BEIR presents a compre-
hensive evaluation benchmark to serve this purpose.

Held-out Dataset Generalization. In Table 7 and 8, we
report full results of each model used in Figure 5 and 6 on
M-BEIR and M-BEIR|,,, respectively.

YA YA ‘ 7ZS  Multi. UniIR‘ 7ZS  Multi. UnilR

Task Dataset SigLIP BLIP2 ‘ CLIP CLIPsg CLIPge ‘ BLIP BLIPg BLIPg:

2. WebQA  34.1 352 | 321 35.0 51.8 | 38.1 36.7 37.1

3. WebQA 22 00 | 55 102 208 | 00 304 353
6. OVEN 00 00 | 00 89 62 | 00 109 120
7. CIRR 7.1 62 | 54 141 169 | 74 157 34l
8. OVEN 272 138 | 245 344 437 | 101 205 249

Average 141 110 | 135 205 279 | 111 228 287
Table 7. Held-out dataset generalization experiments (Re-

call@5) on M-BEIR: we train a Multi-task (Multi.) and a UnilR
model on 7 held-in datasets and test on 3 held-out datasets (We-
bQA, OVEN, CIRR).

YA YA ‘ 7ZS  Multi. UniIR‘ 7ZS  Multi. UnilR

Task Dataset SigLIP BLIP2 ‘ CLIP CLIPsg CLIPge ‘ BLIP BLIPgz BLIPg:

2. WebQA 398 38.6 ‘ 36.3 37.0 54.5 ‘ 449 413 413

3. WebQA 435 245 | 451 468 477 [ 203 517 503
6. OVEN 297 122 [ 242 216 250 | l61 142 165
7. CIRR 227 118 | 132 197 214 | 106 294 371
8. OVEN 417 273 | 388 503 528 | 274 256 307

Average 355 229 | 315 351 403 | 238 324 352
Table 8. Held-out dataset generalization experiments (Re-

call@5) on M-BEIRjocai: We train a Multi-task (Multi.) and a
UnilR model on 7 held-in datasets and test on 3 held-out datasets
(WebQA, OVEN, CIRR).



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginst Query Image q; Query Text q;
Robert Gates and President Obama
salute during a farewell ceremony for
Gates as outgoing defense secretary
Gates served in that position under
. . Obama and President George W Bush
p Based on the caption, provide the most g
VisualNews News 1.gt = c; L. - He was known as a savvy manager of
fitting image for the news story.
the bureaucracy and a ruthlessly ef-
ficient defense secretary In his new
memoir Gates asserts that Obama had
more than doubts about his course in
Afghanistan.
Model Rank 1 ¢; Rank 2 ¢; Rank 3 ¢; Rank 4 ¢; Rank 5 ¢;
UnilR
(CLIPsp)
V'inst
X Robert Gates and President
Obama salute during a farewell cere-
mony for Gates as outgoing defense X' ovama presents Gates with the
multi-task secretary Gates served in that position x Former Defense Secretary Presidential Medal of Freedom The ci-
under Obama and President George W Robert Gates acknowledges applause x - x . tation said Gates had selflessly dedi-
(CLIP ) . Former Defense secretary Robert President Obama and Robert P . .
SF Bush He was known as a savvy man- as President Obama speaks at Gates s Gates is seen with President Obama Gates cated his life to ensuring the security
X inst ager of the bureaucracy and a ruth- farewell ceremony at the Pentagon in ) ) of the American people Gates culti-
lessly efficient defense secretary In his ~ June 2011. vated an eventempered image in his
new memoir Gates asserts that Obama years in government.
had more than doubts about his course
in Afghanistan.
UnilR
(BLIPgg)
V'inst
X Robert Gates and President
Obama salute during a farewell cere-
mony for Gates as outgoing defense
multi-task secretary Gates served in that position X Former Defense Secretary
under Obama and President George W Robert Gates acknowledges applause X Former Defense secretary Robert
(BLIPEr) Bush He was known as a savvy man-  as President Obama speaks at Gates s s A
X inst ager of the bureaucracy and a ruth- farewell mony at the Pentagon in ates is seen with President Lbama.
lessly efficient defense secretary In his June 2011.
new memoir Gates asserts that Obama
had more than doubts about his course
in Afghanistan.
X Robert Gates and President
Obama salute during a farewell cere-
mony for Gates as outgoing defense ormer US president George resident Obama right and Se-
for G ing deft X F us ident G XP’d Ob: ight and S
Zero-shot secretary Gates served in that position X Former Defense Secretary W Bush center shakes hands with his nior Chief Special Warfare Operator X President Obama right and for-
under Obama and President George W Robert Gates acknowledges applause  father former President George HW  Edward Byers Jr arrive fora ceremony ~ mer president George W Bush arrive
usl e was known as a savvy man- as President ama speaks at Gates s ush as they attend the opening cere- at the ite House where ‘ers re- or a wreathlaying ceremony for vic-
(BLIP2) Bush He was ki y President Obama speaks at G Bush as they attend the opening he White H here By f hlaying y for vi
X inst ager of the bureaucracy and a ruth- farewell ceremony at the Pentagon in mony of the George W Bush Presiden- ceived the Medal of Honor for his tims of the 1998 bombing at the US

lessly efficient defense secretary In his
new memoir Gates asserts that Obama
had more than doubts about his course
in Afghanistan.

June 2011.

tial Center on April 25 2013 in Dallas
Texas.

courageous actions in Afghanistan in
2012.

Embassy in Dar es Salaam Tanzania.

Figure 7. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a VisualNews Query



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginst Query Image ¢; Query Text g;
Show me an image that best captures An antilope is eating grass in between
MSCOCO Common 1.gt = ¢ the following common scene descrip- - P g8
. two zebra.
tion.
Model Rank 1 ¢; Rank 2 ¢; Rank 3 ¢; Rank 4 ¢; Rank 5 ¢;
UnilR
(CLIPsp)
v inst
X
Iti-task i -
muietas X An antilope is eating X Two zebrasand another X A couple of zebras X Monkey standing be X' Three zebras and two
(CLIPsg) . . L hind two zebras as they . .
X inst grass in between two zebra. animal grazing in the grass. stand next to a antelope. graze. other animals grazing.
UnilR
(BLIPgr)
v inst
X X X X
multi-task X X X X
(BLIPgF) An antilope is eating grass ~ Two zebras and another an- A couple of zebras grazeon ~ Two zebras are feeding on
X inst in between two zebra. imal grazing in the grass. some grass. the grass by themselves.
X
Zero-shot ’ i ing i
ero-shof X An antilope is cating X A couple' of zebra' S X A zebra cating green X A zebra eating long X A zeb.ra standing in
(BLIP2) rass in between two zebra, leaned over eating grass in rassy itoms for his lunch clipped grass on the a field grazing as another
X inst g © afield. grassy ' ground. looks alert.

Figure 8. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for an MSCOCO Query



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginst Query Image q; Query Text q;

Based on the following fashion de-
Fashion200K Fashion 1l.gt = c; scription, retrieve the best matching -
image.

Natural pebbled chevron alpaca drape
front jacket.

Model Rank 1 ¢; Rank 2 ¢; Rank 3 ¢; Rank 4 ¢; Rank 5 ¢;

UnilR
(CLIPsF)
v inst

X XH
multi-task X Natural pebbled
(CLIPsg) chevron alpaca drape front
Xinst jacket.

X' Natural drape front X' Multicolor drape front X Multicolor crepe drape X' Multicolor drape front
open jacket. jacket. front jacket. wool jacket.

UnilR
(BLIPgF)
Vinst

multi-task X X
(BLIPgr) Natural pebbled chevron  Beige textured terry draped Multicolor cashmere shawl
X inst alpaca drape front jacket. jacket. collar jacket.
Zero-shot

ro o X Natural ~ pebbled X Beige corded zigzag X Natural drape front X Beige textured terry X' Natural vegan sherpa
(BLIP2) chevron alpaca drape front |- . ook draped iack Jrape iack
Xinst jacket. nit jacket. open jacket. raped jacket. rape jacket.

Figure 9. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a Fashion200K Query



Dataset

Domain Task

Query Instruction ginste

Query Image ¢;

Query Text g,

EDIS

News

3. gt — (ci, ct)

Find a news image that matches the
provided caption.

Barack Obama with Germany’s chan-
cellor Angela Merkel at the Branden-
burg Gate Berlin on 19 June.

Model

Rank 1 (¢;, ct)

Rank 2 (¢;, ct)

Rank 3 (¢;, ct)

Rank 4 (c;, ct)

Rank 5 (c;, ct)

UnilR
(CLIPsE)
v inst

X

Obama Speaks at a Berlin
Event With Angela Merkel.

v

Obama’s Berlin visit to co-
incide with Trump in Brus-
sels - Barack Obama.

X
Obama meets Germany’s
Merkel at chancellery in
Berlin.

President Obama Speaks to
the People of Berlin from
the Brandenburg Gate.

When Barack Obama vis-
ited Berlin two years ago,
he charmed a city.

multi-task
(CLIPsF)
X inst

X President Obama
stands next to German
Chancellor Angela Merkel
in front of Brandenburg
Gate in Berlin on June 19.

X' President Obama and
German Chancellor Angela
Merkel in 2011.

When Barack Obama vis-
ited Berlin two years ago,
he charmed a city.

X Barack Obama with
German Chancellor Angela
Merkel at the G20 summit
in November.

X us president Barack
Obama at the Brandenburg
Gate.

UnilR
(BLIPgr)
v inst

When Barack Obama vis-
ited Berlin two years ago,
he charmed a city.

Obama Gets Warm Wel-
come in Berlin, Praises
Merkel.

Obama to give speech at
Berlin’s Brandenburg Gate.

As President Obama’s team
grapples with complaints
from other countries about
U.

President Obama Speaks to
the People of Berlin from
the Brandenburg Gate.

multi-task
(BLIPgp)
X inst

X President Obama
stands next to German
Chancellor Angela Merkel
in front of Brandenburg
Gate in Berlin on June 19.

X' President Obama and
German Chancellor Angela
Merkel in 2011.

When Barack Obama vis-
ited Berlin two years ago,
he charmed a city.

X Angela Merkel greets
Barack Obama May 2012
Merkel Finally the Ger-
mans get to make love not
war.

X US President Barack Obama
waves next to German Chancellor
Angela Merkel before they deliver
speeches to invited guests in front
of the Brandenburg Gate at Pariser
Platz in Berlin on June 19 2013 dur-
ing the official visit of the US Presi-
dent Barack Obama walks in John F
Kennedy s footsteps on his first visit to
Berlin as US president but encounter a
more powerful...

Zero-shot
(BLIP2)
X inst

X President Obama stands next to
German Chancellor Angela Merkel in
front of Brandenburg Gate in Berlin on
June 19.

X US President Barack Obama
waves next to German Chancellor
Angela Merkel before they deliver
speeches to invited guests in front of
the Brandenburg Gate at Pariser Platz
in Berlin on June 19 2013 during
the official visit of the US President
Barack Obama walks in ...

X Barack Obama with German
chancellor Angela Merkel at the G20
summit in November.

X BERLIN GERMANY JUNE
19 US President Barack Obama meets
German Chancellor Angela Merkel
for bilateral talks at the Chancellery
on June 19 2013 in Berlin Germany
Obama is visiting Berlin for the first
time during his presidency and his
speech at the Brandenburg Gate...

X' bresident Obama walks with
Germany s Chancellor Angela Merkel
in St Petersburg Russia on Sept 6.

Figure 10. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for an EDIS Query



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginst Query Image ¢; Query Text g,
. T ‘What supports the statues standing on
L Find a Wikipedia image that answers PP anding
WebQA Wikipedia 3.q¢ = (ci,ct) . . top of a structure at the burial site of
’ this question. .
Saint Peter?
Model Rank 1 (¢;, ¢¢) Rank 2 (¢;, ¢t) Rank 3 (¢;, ct) Rank 4 (¢;, c¢t) Rank 5 (¢;, ct)
UnilR
(CLIPsg)
V'inst X
Statue of St. Peter in St. Symbol and statues in St. X . ) . .
N . Y . Statue in St. Peter’s Basil- The floor above Saint Pe-
Peter’s Square at the Vati-  Peter symbol and statues in ~ St-peter St. Peter. X N
ica. ter’s tomb.
can. St. Peter.
X X . , X
Saint Peter’s tomb is sup- Since the crucifixion and burial of Saglt PSC[ICI‘IS’ tton,lb]l; a,ls_lte Catholic tradition holds that the basil-
. i i ; under St. Peter’s Basilica ica is il si i
i " posedly dlrectly below the Saint Peter in 64 AD. the spot was / ica is the burial s‘ne of Saint Peter,
multi-tas N . thought to be the location of the tomb that includes several graves chief among Jesus ’s apostles and also
(CLIPsg) high altar of the basil- of Saint Peter, where there stood a and a structure said b the first Bishop of Rome (Pope). Saint
9 ica. For this reason, many small shrine. With its increasing pres- . L. y Peter’s tomb is supposedly directly be-
X inst opes have been interred at tige the church became richly dec- Vatican authorities to have low the high altar of the basilica. For
Pop! L. orated with statues, furnishings and been built to memorialize this reason, many popes have been in- "
St. Peter’s since the Early  elaborate chandeliers, and side tombs the location of Saint Peter’s  'eed at St Peter’s since the Early  Symbol and statues in St.
Christian period_ and altars were continuously added. grave Christian period. Peter symbol and statues in
St. Peter.
X s .
UnilR St. Peter’s Basilica, be-
(BLIPgg) lieved to be the burial site
7 i \/ of St. Peter, seen from the
X . River Tiber.
. Saint Peter’s Basilica, Vati- .
Statue of St. Peter in St. X . S Symbol and statues in St.
s . can City, Rome Burial site Y .
Peter’s Square at the Vati-  St-peter St. Peter. . g Peter symbol and statues in
of Saint Peter, the “First
can. Pope”! St. Peter.
X' Saint Peter’s tomb is
a site under St. Peter’s
il Basilica that includes sev-
(BLIPgg) i< eral graves and a structure
X inst X B o said by Vatican authorities
X £ A Sculpture Featuring Je- to have been built to memo-
Statue of St. Peter in St. ~ Symbol and statues in St.  sus, Saint Paul, Saint Peter Statue in St. Peter’s Basil rialize the location of Saint
Peter’s Square at the Vati- Peter symbol and statues in and a Pope, St. Peter Basil- ica . Peter’s grave.
can. St. Peter. ica, Vatican, Italy Editorial )
Photo.
X Also a bronze statue of the apos- X X Saint Peter’s tomb is a site under x
tle St. Paul was placed on the top plat- Along the roofline, by contrast, N L N Saint Peter’s tomb is a site under
N I . . St. Peter’s Basilica that includes sev- N L .
Zero-shot form, to go with that of St. Peter on X . . there is a line of statues, many in their N St. Peter’s Basilica that includes sev-
- Pope Sixtus V was determined to i I eral graves and a structure said by Vat- 3
(BLIPZ) Trajan’s Column (27 October 1588). erect the obelisk in front of St Peter's. own small pavilions, culminating in ican authorities to have been built to eral graves and a structure said by Vat-
a (Originally the top platform probably . o Saint Mark flanked by six angels in - . . ican authorities to have been built to
X inst of which the nave was yet to be built. memorialize the location of Saint Pe- - . o
memorialize the location of Saint Pe-

had a statue of Marcus Aurelius, but it
had been already lost by the 16th cen-
tury.).

the centre, above a large gilded winged
lion (his symbol, and that of Venice).

ter’s grave. St. Peter’s tomb is near the
west end of ...

ter’s grave.

Figure 11. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a WebQA Query



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginst Query Image ¢; Query Text g;

Which everyday image is the most

RIGEE Clomiinen  EER e similar to the reference image?

Model Rank 1 (¢¢) Rank 2 (¢¢) Rank 3 (c;) Rank 4 (c;) Rank 5 (¢¢)

UnilR
(CLIPsg)
V'inst

multi-task
(CLIPgk)
X inst

UnilR
(BLIPgp)
V'inst

multi-task
(BLIPg)
X inst

Zero-shot
(BLIP2)
X inst

Figure 12. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a NIGHTS Query



Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction ginse Query Image g; Query Text g,

Find a fashion image that aligns with

the reference image and style note. Is white with dots and a black belt.

FashionIQ Fashion 7.(qi, qt) = c;i

Model Rank 1 ¢, Rank 2 ¢, Rank 3 ¢, Rank 4 ¢, Rank 5 ¢,

UnilR
(CLIPsg)
V'inst

multi-task
(CLIPgk)
X inst

UnilR
(BLIPg)
Vinst

multi-task
(BLIPg)
X inst

Zero-shot
(BLIP2)
X inst

Figure 13. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a FashionlQ Query
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Dataset Domain Task

Query Instruction ginse

Query Image ¢;

Query Text g;

I’'m looking for a similar everyday im-

The target photo is of a black and

CIRR Common 7.(qi, qt) = c;i . . brown dog laying in the grass with a
age with the described changes. small red ball at his feet.
Model Rank 1 ¢ Rank 3 c; Rank 4 c; Rank 5 c;

UnilR
(CLIPsg)
v inst

multi-task
(CLIPsg)
X inst

UnilR
(BLIPgr)
V'inst

multi-task
(BLIPgR)
X inst

Zero-shot
(BLIP2)
X inst

Figure 14. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for a CIRR Query
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Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction g;nste Query Image q; Query Text q;
Determine the Wikipedia image-
OVEN Wikipedia 8. (gi, q+) — (ci, q¢)  snippet pair that clarifies the entity in What is the name of this place?
this picture.
Model Rank 1 (¢c;, ct) Rank 2 (¢;, ct) Rank 3 (c;, ct) Rank 5 (¢;, ct)
-
~r
=
UnilR o
(CLIPsk) X X : x B
Vinst Pard mangroves. other than the city of Pard mmg@ves, The Pe?ra mangroves IFa}l?as State Park. by squatters. I.Ac- Ttatinas State Park.  archaeological Tree of Life (Bahrain). the list.In Oc-
. . (NT1427) is an ecoregion along the tivities. ~ As of 2015 the opening " N N
Belém and its surroundings. The man- . 5 sites with traces of human settlements tober 2010, archaeologists unearthed
. Atlantic coast of the state of Pard hours were from 8:30 to 17:30.The . -
groves are used by artisanal fishermen N . 5 N N . B such as chipped stones, indigenous 500-year-old pottery and other arte-
in Brazil. They constitute the west- park is suitable for ecotourism, hik- . . . . .
as a source of crabs and wood.Threats . - H P . pottery and artifacts from the colonial facts in the vicinity of the tree. A soil
. . . ern extension of the Maranhdo man- ing and swimming in the river and the P .
include subsistence agriculture and . .. . era.Vegetation includes coastal forest, and dendrochronology analysis con-
N o , : groves ecoregion.The mangroves are ocean. Visitors may take guided horse- N N .
livestock raising, tourism, logging, N . with fragments of forest endangered in ducted in the 1990s concluded that the
L relatively intact, although they are un- back tours, or may explore by kayak, o - P~
mining and urban development. 3 Espirito Santo... tree was an "Acacia”...
der... canoe, jeep...
X Maspalomas Dunes. The Mas- x Maspalomas Dunes. They were
. palomas Dunes () are sand dunes lo- one of the contenders in the 12 Trea-
multi-task cated on the south coast of the island sures of Spain competition. They were
(CLIPSF) of Gran Canaria, Province of Las Pal- formed by sand from the now subdued
. X X & -~ mas, in the Canary Islands. A 404 marine shelf, when it was laid dry dur-
X inst Natal Dunes State Park. The Na- Kiial. Kijal 2000 (ha) area of the municipality of San ing the last ice age and the wind blew
tal Dunes State Park “Journalist Luiz  H¢ s les pop- (000 e Bartolome de Tirajana, they have been  the sand towards the coast of the is-
Maria Alves” (), or simply the Dunes - - su.a‘ C S amu - ? ama protected... land...
Park () is a state park in the state of Cresmina Dune. Cresmina Dune from District, Terengganu, Malaysia. The
Rio Grande do Norte in the Northeast the north. town is well known for the Awana Ki-
Region of Brazil. It protects an area of jal Golf and Beach Resort, a luxury re-
dunes and nalive. sort which is owned by the...
~r
S
UnilR §
(BLIPgr) X > N\
Vinst Cronulla sand dunes.  context of s X —— X X 5 v )
setting, intactness '.'th tic qualities Cronulla sand dunes. referred to as the Tel Tanninim. Tel Tanninim (), in Thuli Parks and Wildlife Land. black Itatinas State Park. archaeological
;e] d si;ial :C nief;z;m::e:i:h:] dq:l: hi e}: Kurnell sand dune is estimated to be Arabic Tell al-MilAt (lit. Mortar rhinoceros, lion, Cape wild dog, sites with traces of human settlements
com;'nunil > egsteem Tﬁe water bo%i— about 15,000 years old. It was formed Mound’) is an ancient tell (archaeo- Namibian cheetah and African leop- such as chipped stones, indigenous
es forme: dyb lsan d .removal surround- when the sea reached its present level logical mound) on the shore of the ard, many of which move freely be- pottery and artifacts from the colonial
ine the Cmm’:lla Sand Dune have been and began to stabilise, between 9000 Mediterranean, near the mouth of Na- tween the protected area and neigh- era. Vegetation includes coastal forest,
idgmiﬁed and 6000 ... hal Tanninim (Crocodiles Stream’) ... bouring Botswana and South Africa ... with fragments of forest ...
. ! Dunes. The ! Dunes () TheD u:veesr.e'l::e of the con-
multi-task Dunes () are sand dunes located on the ) ey N
th ¢ of the island of Gran C tenders in the 12 Treasures of Spain
(BLIPgF) X X X soufh coast of the 1s1anc’ of bran &a- competition. They were formed by
X inst ; e D> naria, Province of Las Palmas, in the sand from the now subdued marine
Cronulla sand dunes. in New South Cronulla sand dunes. men in the Samalayuca Dune Fields. areas of El Canary Islands. A 404 (ha) area of the shelf, when it was laid dry during the
Wales for social, cultural or spiritual colony. During the 1860s Holt consol- Paso del Norte in the north and the vil- municipality of San BartolomA© de Tast iée age and the wind blew the sand
i istori - i i i in- izal i i- Tiraj they have been protected.... &
reasons.The site has historic and cul idated his landholdings on the Penin lage of Carrizal in the south. Experi irajana, they P towards the...
tural significance for the Aboriginal sular (which included Captain Cook’s ences of travelers in the 1800s.In order
community. The Cronulla Sand Dune landing place). His accumulated hold- to avoid the delay of traveling around
is of cultural heritage and spiritual sig- ings represented 5261 (ha) of what is the dune fields on the detour, many
nificance to the La Perouse ... the present day... travelers on the trail...
Zero-shot
(BLIP2)
Xinst X

Ad. Tmam of Grand Mosque of Mecca,
along with the officials of Ministry of
Islamic Affairs, Dawah and Guidance
also agreed the verse were speaking
about ...

Figure 15. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Difterent Models for a OVEN Query
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Dataset Domain Task Query Instruction g;nste Query Image q; Query Text q;
Retrieve ~a  Wikipedia  image-

InfoSeek Wikipedia 8. (qi, q¢+) — (ci, c¢)  description pair that provides evidence Where is the lake outflow to?

for the question of this image.

Model Rank 1 (c;, c¢) Rank 2 (c;, c¢) Rank 3 (c;, c¢) Rank 4 (c;, c¢) Rank 5 (c;, ct)

UnilR

(CLIPsg)

Vinst Titisee.  the promenade. Further- Titisee. and burbot on the lake bed. In Titisee. could be the origin of the Titisee. a tractor with a snowplough Titisee. great fire. In the 18th cen-
more, plenty of open-air events are addition there are small fish varieties name, even though it no longer occurs was clearing the landing strip of snow tury, the clockmaking trade developed
organised around the lake each sum- such as sunbleak, minnow and brook by the Titisee. Tourism.At the north when it broke through the ice and sank in the town to become a major part
mer.In winter, the 1.2 km long Saig- lamprey. Around the lake, grey heron shore of the Titisee lies a popular spa to the bottom of the lake, taking the of the economy.During World War I
Titisee toboggan is open. The largest may be seen.The shores of the Titisee town of the same name. Lots of well- driver, Walter Wilde (29), with it. His and shortly thereafter, a dearth of sta-
natural ski jump in Germany, the  are home to two rare types of quill.  nessand health hotels are settled there.  body was only recovered 2 weeks later.  ple foods prevailed. In May 1919 the
Hochfirstschanze, is also located at ... worts, the spring quillwort ... Spa therapy offers ... Fauna and flora ... first municipa ...

X Atwood Lake. Atwood Lake
. is a reservoir located in Tuscarawas
multi-task and Carroll counties in east central

(CLIPSF) Ohio. The lake is formed by Atwood

X inst X Dam across Indian Fork, a tributary of

I Worthersee.  ("Coregonus lavare- Worthersee. The lake’s water is of Titisee. the High Black Forest had Titisee. and burbot on the lake bed. In Conotton Creek. The lake is named for
tus™). Etymology.First mentioned as a distinctive blue-green colour and been unsettled during the first millen- addition there are small fish varieties the community of Atwood which was
“"Werdse” in an 1143 deed, the lake’s transparent. Lake Worth and its basin nium. Origin of the name.There are such as sunbleak, minnow and brook purchased...
name originates from the islands in in the central Carinthian foothills were various theories about the origin of lamprey. Around the lake, grey heron
the lake, most notably Maria Worth, largely formed by glaciers during the the unusual name “Titisee™ In the may be seen.The shores of the Titisee
a peninsula since the building of the last ice age. The lake is divided into Alemannic dialect "Teti” means “little are home to two rare types of quill-
Glanfurt outlet in 1770... three basins by several... child” or "baby”... worts, the ...

UnilR

(BLIPgxr) X

Vinst Waorthersee.  ("Coregonus  lavare- Titisee. ~ The Titisee is a lake in Mikorzyniskie Lake. —Mikorzyriskie Lake Hallwil. Lake Hallwil (German:
tus”). Etymology.First mentioned as the southern Black Forest in Baden- Lake is a lake in central Poland known “Hallwilersee™) is a lake largely in the Gluszyriskic Lake Gluszyfiskic
“Werdse” in an 1143 deed, the lake’s Wiirttemberg... The lake’s outflow, as Jezioro Mikorzyriskie in Polish. It Canton of Aargau, Switzerland, lo- N ¥ . y yns«

. . L . N A . . . . is a lake in Poland near the city
name originates from the islands in at 840 (m) above sea level, is the s located in Konin County in Gmina cated at . It is the largest lake in Aar- £ Radziei i the Ki :
the lake, most notably Maria Worth,  River Gutach, which merges with the ~ Slesin, near the town of Liched Stary.  gau and lies mostly in the districts of ; " ?‘el‘ilw. ‘;‘ ni ¢ Ruyavian-
a peninsula since the building of the Haslach stream below Kappel to form It is a post-glacial ribbon lake with a Lenzburg and Kulm on the southern omeranian YOIVOdship...

Glanfurt outlet in 1770... the Wutach. The waters of ... strongly developed shoreline... edge of the canton...
. X Mountain Lake (Ontario). is a rei;‘:’;‘:dl(t;;:a lnAl:‘/:::‘irI;;l;i
multi-task Mountain Lake (Ontario) may refer to N N i 3} -
" ber of lakes in Ontari and Carroll counties in east central
(BLIPgr) one of & number of lakes in Onario, = o e lake is formed by Atwood
g Canada with this precise name or to . ’ .

Xinst it hors with similar names, Mountain DM cross Indian Fork. a ributary of
Tlll§§e. and burbot on the ‘lake be'd..In Wdzydze Lake. Wdzydze (Kashu- Loch Lomond. Powan are one of the others similar names. Mountas Conotton Creek. The lake is named for
addition there are small fish varieties bian "Jezoro Wdzydzcz”), also known o Lake (Algoma County)... ¥

. - . 5 ne - commonest fish species in the loch, the community of Atwood...
such as sunbleak, minnow and brook as the "Kashubian Sea”, "Big Water’ . .
- R . which has more species of fish than
lamprey. Around the lake, grey heron and “Szerzawa”, is a lake in the Tu- N N N
. . . any other loch in Scotland, including
may be seen. The shores of the Titisee chola Forest in the Kocierzyna County
. . 5 . RN lamprey, lampern, brook trout, perch,
are home to two rare types of quill- (Pomeranian Voivodeship), in the re-
. . loach, common roach and flounder...
worts, the... gion of South Kashubia...

Zero-shot

(BLIP2)

Xinst

Lake Annecy. Human-Modified Chan-
nel Systems to Lake Annecy, SE
France™ (2004) Vol 20 (4) Journal of
Coastal Research pp...

Lake Annecy. Lake Annecy (, ) is
a perialpine lake in Haute-Savoie in
France. It is named after the city of
Annecy...

Lake Annecy. time the large alpine
glaciers melted. It is fed by many
small rivers from the surrounding
mountains...

X

Monte Pizzocolo. Monte Pizzocolo is
a mountain of Lombardy, Italy. It has
an elevation of 1,581 metres...

Lake Como, Wikimania 2016, MP 126
Lake Como. Wikimania 2016, Esino
Lario, Italy...

Figure 16. Visualization of the Top 5 Candidates Retrieved from M-BEIR (5.6M candidates) by Different Models for an Infoseek Query
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Task

Dataset

Query Text

Query Image

Retrieved Text

Retrieved Image

1.gt = ¢;

VisualNews [37]

Identify the news-related image in
line with the described event.
Apple CEO Tim Cook talks about
the new iPhones at an event in Cal-
ifornia 9 September 2015.

MSCOCO [35]

Find me an everyday image that
matches the given caption.
A teddy bear that is on top of a desk.

Fashion200K [18]

Based on the following fashion de-
scription, retrieve the best matching
image.

Blue nomad suede side zip mini
skirt.

2.9t = ¢t

WebQA [6]

Retrieve passages from Wikipedia
that provide answers to the follow-
ing question.

Who was the first emperor to visit
the the city that is at the head of the
Adriatic and the seat of an ancient
episcopal see?

Augustus was the first of a number
of emperors to visit Aquileia, no-
tably during the Pannonian wars in
12-10 BC. It was the birthplace of
Tiberius * son by Julia, in the lat-
ter year. The Roman poet Martial
praised Aquileia as his hoped for
haven and resting place in his old
age.

3. gt = (ci,ct)

EDIS [39]

Find a news image that matches the
provided caption.

Bulgarian President Rosen
Plevneliev  speaks during the
68th session of the UN General
Assembly.

National Securitylran leader open
to meeting Obama at later date.

WebQA [6]

Find a Wikipedia image that an-
swers this question.

Do both the Hays County Court-
house in San Marcos, Texas and the
Ike Wood House at 227 Mitchell
Street in San Marcos, Texas have
six columns on their front entrance?

Hays County Courthouse (2018),
San Marcos, TX The Hays County

Courthouse in San Marcos, Texas. =

Listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. 227 Mitchell, San
Marcos, Texas Tke Wood House at
227 Mitchell Street in San Marcos,
Texas.

4.qi — ¢t

VisualNews [37]

Find a caption for the news in the !

given photo.

Participants run in front of Jandilla
s bulls during the fifth bullrun of the
San Fermin Festival in Pamplona
northern Spain on July 11.

MSCOCO [35]

Find an image caption describing
the following everyday image.

A young boy blows on candles ona

fire truck cake.

Fashion200K [18]

Find a product description for the
fashion item in the image.

Blue washed chambray shirt.

14

Figure 17. Examples of datasets in MBEIR. Query instructions are written in italic font style.



Task Dataset Query Text Query Image Retrieved Text Retrieved Image
Find a day-to-day image that
5.q9; = ¢ NIGHTS [15] looks similar to the provided im- -
age.
The Humber Bridge, near
. . Kingston upon Hull, East Rid-
ﬁzzt:le‘;zv[zl' dg;lkg; eil&f} Z:aimtl;;l ing of Yorkshire, England, is
OVEN [19] P a2.22 km (2,430 yd; 7,300 ft; -

6.(qi,qt) — ct

given query about the image.
What is the name of this bridge?

1.38 mi) single-span road sus-
pension bridge, which opened
to traffic on 24 June 1981.

InfoSeek [10]

Retrieve a Wikipedia paragraph
that provides an answer to the
given query about the image.
What country does this bridge
belong to?

Aqueduct of Segovia. The
Aqueduct of Segovia () is a
Roman aqueduct in Segovia,
Spain. It is one of the -
best-preserved elevated Ro-
man aqueducts and the fore-
most symbol of Segovia...

7.(qi, qt) = ¢i

FashionIQ [56]

Find a fashion image that aligns
with the reference image and
style note.

Does not have writing in it and
has less font and simpler graph-
ics.

CIRR [40]

Retrieve a day-to-day image that
aligns with the modification in-
structions of the provided image.
White fuzzy animal sits by the
food bowl.

8.(qi, qt) = (ci, ct)

OVEN [19]

Retrieve a Wikipedia image-
description pair that provides
evidence for the question of this
image.
What is the model of this air-
craft?

Identify the news-related im-
age that aligns with the de-
scribed event. The British
Aerospace 146 (also BAe
146) is a short-haul and re-
gional airliner that was man-
ufactured in the United King-
dom by British Aerospace,
later part of BAE Systems.

InfoSeek [10]

Retrieve a Wikipedia image-

description pair that provides [

evidence for the question of this
image.

What is the country of origin of
this animal?

\=

The Old English Sheepdog
is a large breed of dog that
emerged in England from
early types of herding dog.

Figure 18. Additional examples of datasets in MBEIR. Query instructions are written in italic font style.
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Task

Dataset

Query Instruction

l.gt > ci

VisualNews

Identify the news-related image in line with the described event.

Display an image that best captures the following caption from the news.
Based on the caption, provide the most fitting image for the news story.

I want you to retrieve an image of this news caption.

MSCOCO

Find me an everyday image that matches the given caption.

Identify the image showcasing the described everyday scene.

I want you to retrieve an image of this daily life description.

Show me an image that best captures the following common scene description.

Fashion200K

Based on the following fashion description, retrieve the best matching image.

Match the provided description to the correct fashion item photo.

Identify the fashion image that aligns with the described product.

You need to identify the image that corresponds to the fashion product description provided.

2.qt = ¢t

WebQA

Retrieve passages from Wikipedia that provide answers to the following question.

You have to find a Wikipedia paragraph that provides the answer to the question.

I want to find an answer to the question. Can you find some snippets that provide evidence from Wikipedia?
RI’'m looking for a Wikipedia snippet that answers this question.

3.qt = (ci, cr)

EDIS

Find a news image that matches the provided caption.
Identify the news photo for the given caption.

Can you pair this news caption with the right image?

I’m looking for an image that aligns with this news caption.

WebQA

Find a Wikipedia image that answers this question.

Provide with me an image from Wikipedia to answer this question.

I want to know the answer to this question. Please find the related Wikipedia image for me.
You need to retrieve an evidence image from Wikipedia to address this question.

4.q;i =+ ce

VisualNews

Find a caption for the news in the given photo.

Based on the shown image, retrieve an appropriate news caption.
Provide a news-related caption for the displayed image.

I want to know the caption for this news image.

MSCOCO

Find an image caption describing the following everyday image.

Retrieve the caption for the displayed day-to-day image.

Can you find a caption talking about this daily life image?

I want to locate the caption that best describes this everyday scene image.

Fashion200K

Find a product description for the fashion item in the image.

Based on the displayed image, retrieve the corresponding fashion description.
Can you retrieve the description for the fashion item in the image?

I want to find a matching description for the fashion item in this image.

Table 9. M-BEIR query instructions.
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Task Dataset Query Instruction

Find a day-to-day image that looks similar to the provided image.
NIGHTS Which everyday image is the most similar to the reference image?
Find a daily life image that is identical to the given one.
You need to identify the common scene image that aligns most with this reference image.

5.q; = ct

Retrieve a Wikipedia paragraph that provides an answer to the given query about the image.
Determine the Wikipedia snippet that identifies the visual entity in the image.

I want to find a paragraph from Wikipedia that answers my question about this image.

You have to find a Wikipedia segment that identifies this image’s subject.

OVEN

6.(q:, qt) = ct

Retrieve a Wikipedia paragraph that provides an answer to the given query about the image.
Determine the Wikipedia snippet that matches the question of this image.

I want to find a paragraph from Wikipedia that answers my question about this image.

You have to find a Wikipedia segment that answers the question about the displayed image.

InfoSeek

Find a fashion image that aligns with the reference image and style note.

With the reference image and modification instructions, find the described fashion look.
Given the reference image and design hint, identify the matching fashion image.

I’m looking for a similar fashion product image with the described style changes.

FashionIQ

7.(qi;qt) = ci

Retrieve a day-to-day image that aligns with the modification instructions of the provided image.
Pull up a common scene image like this one, but with the modifications I asked for.

Can you help me find a daily image that meets the modification from the given image?

I’m looking for a similar everyday image with the described changes.

CIRR

Retrieve a Wikipedia image-description pair that provides evidence for the question of this image.
Determine the Wikipedia image-snippet pair that clarifies the entity in this picture.

I want to find an image and subject description from Wikipedia that answers my question about this image.
I want to know the subject in the photo. Can you provide the relevant Wikipedia section and image?

OVEN

8.(qi, qt) = (ci, ct)

Retrieve a Wikipedia image-description pair that provides evidence for the question of this image.
Determine the Wikipedia image-snippet pair that matches my question about this image.

I want to find an image and subject description from Wikipedia that answers my question about this image.
I want to address the query about this picture. Please pull up a relevant Wikipedia section and image.

InfoSeek

Table 10. M-BEIR query instructions.
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Zero-shot Multi-task (X instruction) UnilR (v instruction)

Task Dataset Metric CLIP SigLIP BLIP BLIP2 |CLIPsz CLIPg: BLIPsg BLIPp: BLIPgg 354 | CLIPsp CLIPg BLIPsp BLIPg: BLIPpg ags
R@l 00 00 00 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 223 128 84 9.9 11.8
VisualNews R@5 00 00 00 00 | 127 88 5.0 8.3 10.5 426 288 209 230 26.5
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 223 158 94 145 17.2 519 371 274 299 34.0
R@l 00 00 00 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 458 475 233 374 20.4
Lg— ¢ MSCOCO R@5 00 00 00 00 | 273 246 229 277 35.2 779 747 716 756 75.7
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 473 428 410 458 53.9 860 835 8I.1 843 84.6
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 59 5.9 5.7 9.0 13.1 178 155 243 254 26.7

Fashion200K R@20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.1 10.9 12.4 17.4 222 24.5 21.6 32.8 35.4 343

R@50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.6 21.0 26.7 30.3 36.4 36.2 32.8 454 48.3 48.1

R@1 174 17.0 212 20.7 56.4 424 48.3 49.0 48.5 58.3 51.6 51.6 51.6 52.8

2.q = ¢ WebQA R@5 321 340 381 352 82.3 67.9 74.4 76.1 76.9 84.7 78.4 78.9 79.5 79.2
R@10 389 415 457 415 87.5 75.6 81.2 82.5 83.2 89.5 85.4 84.9 85.2 85.5

R@1 1.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 15.2 12.8 13.5 14.0 15.7 30.1 24.5 233 25.2 25.7

EDIS R@5 6.7 1.1 0.0 0.0 41.1 383 33.6 36.0 385 59.4 50.0 472 50.3 514

R@10 9.8 2.1 0.0 0.0 54.4 51.2 43.4 459 49.8 70.4 60.8 56.8 60.9 63.2

3.q — (ci,cr)
R@I 17 04 00 00 | 389 346 432 437 46.4 50.1 488 485 509 515
WebQA R@5 55 21 00 00 | 682 625 732 747 752 788 753 768  79.7 794
R@I0 78 36 00 00 | 788 728 829 830 83.5 865 835 853 871 87.1
R@ 00 00 00 00 | 00 00 00 00 0.0 26 126 52 714 9.2
VisualNews R@5 00 00 00 00 | 121 82 48 49 6.0 428 286 194 211 229
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 224 154 93 96 114 522 370 269 287 304
R@l 00 00 00 00 | 00 00 00 00 0.0 738 669 397 534 62.4
g —a MSCOCO R@5 00 00 00 00 | 846 808 749 769 81.4 923 890 882 888 90.1
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 923 902 859 875 91.1 960 945 941 9438 95.7
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 12 13 26 36 4.0 179 137 243 276 284
Fashion200K R@20 00 00 00 00 | 29 30 59 175 8.5 257 204 335 374 383
R@50 00 00 00 00 | 73 65 139 166 17.9 381 326 462 516 523
R@I 65 75 67 63 | 83 715 90 85 9.1 83 713 85 82 8.8
5.0 — ¢ NIGHTS  R@S 253 287 251 240 | 310 308 329 313 325 320 319 334 330 337
R@10 422 460 40.1 381 | 524 529 528 528 55.5 537 521 538 537 544
R@I 00 00 00 00 | 222 195 200 246 284 261 224 213 256 274
OVEN R@5 00 00 00 00 | 368 316 332 377 39.2 392 347 352 387 40.7
6 (@ua) = R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 432 376 393 437 443 451 405 416 448 46.4
SR R@1 00 00 00 00 | 84 7.0 4.6 7.6 8.7 114 85 75 9.2 9.5
InfoSeek  R@5 00 00 00 00 | 183 154 119 178 17.1 240 175 167 197 19.2
R@I0 00 00 00 00 | 250 218 169 235 26 312 232 224 259 252
R@10 44 48 22 39 | 228 197 261 281 29.0 243 205 262 285 29.8
FashionlQ R@20 67 65 37 62 | 307 264 336 359 36.2 325 278 341 362 36.5
T ) — e R@50 11.6 97 61 10.1 | 421 367 456 476 47.1 432 395 461 469 47.1
ST R@l 07 05 08 09 | 41 109 115 207 235 82 131 119 244 25.0
CIRR R@5 54 71 74 62 | 320 327 367 451 474 439 409 430 514 51.1
R@I0 82 108 113 90 | 432 429 477 558 582 568 527 548 618 61.4
R@I 149 181 44 78 | 441 370 364 376 40.5 459 422 360 445 46.9
OVEN R@5 245 272 101 138 | 587 501 510 516 53.1 602 558 518 578 59.5
R@I10 295 320 135 174 | 638 557 570 574 582 654 612 586 628 64.4
8. (gi, @) = (ciy 1)

R@1 7.0 8.7 1.7 34 22.4 16.0 11.4 12.3 12.6 25.7 18.6 11.4 13.7 16.6

InfoSeek R@5 221 243 79 114 | 423 315 23.0 25.4 25.2 44.6 36.8 25.4 27.7 31.1

R@10 29.7 314 119 16.0 50.9 39.5 304 32.8 322 53.8 452 329 359 38.8

R@l1 3.4 3.6 2.3 2.7 15.6 13.4 14.5 16.2 17.5 30.5 26.7 232 27.7 28.3

- Average R@5 8.0 8.2 5.8 6.1 37.1 327 33.1 359 37.8 50.3 44.5 443 472 48.1
R@10 11.1 11.1 8.0 8.3 474 424 42.7 45.6 47.7 59.8 53.8 53.6 56.4 574

Table 11. Benchmarking information retrieval recall@1/5/10 on M-BEIR. For Fashion200K and FashionlQ, we report recall@10/20/50
following original work.
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| Multi-task (X instruction) UnilR (v instruction)
| CLIPsp CLIPgr CLIPsp CLIPgr

Dataset Metric | M-BEIRjocq M-BEIR M-BEIRocqy M-BEIR M-BEIR;ocqy M-BEIR M-BEIRjocq M-BEIR
R@1 10.4 0.0 6.4 0.0 11.8 115 7.0 6.9
VisualNews  R@5 24.1 29 16.6 35 26.3 26.1 18.1 18.1
R@10 31.0 6.0 22.6 75 34.1 34.0 25.1 25.0
R@1 41.8 0.0 38.0 0.0 43.8 36.1 39.5 36.3
La—a MSCOCO R@5 70.3 11.6 67.0 12.8 72.1 67.2 68.9 64.6
R@10 80.1 27.0 77.8 28.0 82.0 772 79.6 75.2
R@10 10.2 33 9.6 3.9 9.7 9.6 9.9 9.9
Fashion200K R@20 15.7 7.2 14.9 75 144 14.4 134 13.4
R@50 26.4 16.9 239 16.9 22.8 22.8 22.8 22.8
R@1 55.1 53.7 49.0 47.8 54.0 54.0 51.3 51.3
2.q > ¢ WebQA R@5 82.0 80.5 74.1 72.9 81.1 81.1 79.1 79.1
R@10 87.9 86.0 81.7 80.3 87.8 87.8 85.6 85.6
R@1 227 125 227 114 25.7 25.8 23.1 23.1
EDIS R@5 46.8 36.4 46.8 34.6 50.9 50.8 46.3 46.2
R@10 573 47.6 56.7 455 60.9 60.9 56.2 56.2
3. — (ciycr)
R@1 46.4 375 432 34.7 46.8 46.9 46.4 46.8
WebQA R@5 743 67.0 715 63.4 745 74.7 74.4 74.4
R@10 83.6 773 81.0 73.9 84.0 83.9 83.8 83.8
R@1 10.4 0.0 6.5 0.0 125 12.2 7.4 7.4
VisualNews  R@5 23.8 4.0 16.2 45 27.1 26.8 184 18.4
R@10 31.0 8.1 222 8.6 34.9 34.6 25.0 25.0
R@1 55.6 0.0 50.3 0.0 60.8 60.7 55.5 55.5
4~ MSCOCO R@5 80.7 67.5 719 69.0 84.0 84.0 81.8 81.8
R@10 88.8 79.6 86.8 81.0 90.6 90.6 89.5 89.5
R@10 11.6 0.7 9.7 0.8 10.3 10.2 9.1 9.1
Fashion200K R@20 16.7 15 145 22 15.3 153 13.8 13.8
R@50 26.8 4.0 245 5.4 25.1 25.0 22.8 22.8
R@1 8.1 8.1 73 73 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.1
5., — ¢ NIGHTS R@5 29.6 29.2 27.1 26.9 31.9 31.9 29.1 29.0
R@10 49.2 48.4 46.1 453 48.8 48.7 483 48.2
R@1 16.9 15.0 15.9 13.9 16.4 16.4 15.2 155
OVEN R@5 33.9 26.8 31.9 242 326 28.2 31.6 26.6
R@10 41.6 32.6 39.4 29.6 40.1 34.0 39.2 324
6. (qi,qt) — ¢t
R@1 7.0 4.4 7.1 3.8 7.0 5.4 6.6 5.3
InfoSeek R@5 16.8 10.6 16.3 9.7 16.9 133 15.6 12.9
R@10 222 145 21.9 13.6 227 18.4 20.5 17.1
R@10 16.3 15.7 13.2 12.8 173 16.5 14.1 14.0
FashionIQ R@20 225 217 19.0 18.6 23.4 225 20.0 19.8
R@50 33.0 322 28.7 279 343 32.8 30.5 30.1
7. (qisqe) = ¢
R@1 24 22 7.4 6.0 26 26 9.7 9.6
CIRR R@5 343 232 312 23.0 35.6 332 35.1 34.1
R@10 454 323 42.4 32.0 48.0 459 485 475
R@1 36.1 29.1 31.9 273 345 326 314 30.6
OVEN R@5 55.5 42.1 50.7 39.8 545 46.5 50.9 437
R@10 62.7 47.8 58.2 453 61.8 525 58.2 49.6
8. (qi, qt) — (ci, cr)
R@1 16.3 11.6 13.1 10.0 16.8 14.8 13.7 11.8
InfoSeek R@5 326 243 27.0 212 33.1 29.1 28.8 25.6
R@10 41.0 31.2 34.4 26.9 412 36.9 36.8 33.0
R@1 253 13.4 23.0 125 26.2 25.1 242 23.7
- Average R@5 46.5 32.8 42.6 31.2 47.7 45.6 445 427
R@10 475 34.9 44.0 335 48.4 46.4 45.6 43.8

Table 12. Benchmarking information retrieval recall@1/5/10 on M-BEIR for CLIP Base models. For Fashion200K and FashionlQ, we
report recall @10/20/50 following the original work.
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| Multi-task (X instruction) UnilR (v instruction)
‘ BLIPsg BLIPgg BLIPsg BLIPgg

Dataset Metric | M-BEIRjocq M-BEIR M-BEIRocqy M-BEIR M-BEIR;ocqy M-BEIR M-BEIRjocq M-BEIR
R@1 7.1 0.0 7.8 0.0 6.9 55 75 6.9
VisualNews ~R@5 16.9 23 18.2 3.4 17.0 15.9 18.0 17.6
R@10 229 5.0 243 6.9 22.8 21.9 243 23.8
R@1 473 0.0 48.1 0.0 47.8 113 495 23.8
La—a MSCOCO R@5 74.6 15.4 75.7 10.5 75.6 65.1 76.6 70.2
R@10 83.4 329 84.5 24.4 84.5 76.5 85.1 80.2
R@10 22.1 35 223 0.9 21.6 212 228 22.1
Fashion200K R@20 29.7 75 29.6 3.0 28.2 27.8 30.6 30.3
R@50 425 18.2 41.8 8.7 40.0 39.7 415 41.1
R@1 50.1 47.9 492 46.9 51.4 51.2 50.1 49.7
2.q > ¢ WebQA R@5 77.0 74.2 76.2 74.6 76.7 76.7 76.4 76.4
R@10 84.0 82.0 83.4 81.9 83.3 83.2 82.7 82.7
R@1 20.7 12.0 23.8 12.2 22.0 212 235 226
EDIS R@5 40.2 30.0 475 30.4 445 44.1 46.2 459
R@10 50.1 38.7 57.7 38.9 53.9 53.7 56.7 56.4
3. — (ciycr)
R@1 49.0 45.0 49.1 45.7 49.9 49.6 495 49.1
WebQA R@5 773 735 78.1 75.0 715 772 78.1 77.9
R@10 86.6 83.4 85.9 82.6 86.4 86.2 85.6 85.5
R@1 7.1 0.0 7.4 0.0 6.6 3.7 72 5.0
VisualNews  R@5 17.1 32 17.1 23 16.8 14.8 17.1 15.8
R@10 232 6.7 22.8 5.0 22.6 21.4 23.6 225
R@1 583 0.0 63.7 0.0 62.4 39.2 64.6 51.7
4~ MSCOCO R@5 83.0 71.6 87.0 71.7 85.9 84.5 88.1 86.9
R@10 90.3 83.3 93.1 83.9 92.0 91.5 93.5 93.1
R@10 22.4 1.6 23.6 0.9 20.9 18.2 238 224
Fashion200K R@20 30.4 4.0 32.0 2.4 29.7 27.7 32.7 315
R@50 43.8 10.2 447 6.8 423 40.6 45.6 45.1
R@1 8.2 8.2 8.0 8.0 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.7
5., — ¢ NIGHTS R@5 30.0 29.7 31.8 316 30.7 30.6 30.3 30.3
R@10 49.8 49.1 51.0 50.5 51.2 51.2 495 49.5
R@1 17.6 16.9 19.6 20.4 13.9 16.0 17.9 20.8
OVEN R@5 332 29.2 36.7 32.8 28.9 28.2 345 33.1
R@10 40.7 35.2 44.4 38.9 36.1 34.1 42.1 39.0
6. (qi,qt) — ¢t
R@1 7.6 3.7 8.6 5.6 6.3 5.0 7.9 6.9
InfoSeek R@5 17.3 95 212 13.6 16.5 133 18.9 16.5
R@10 23.6 14.0 28.1 193 233 19.6 25.4 225
R@10 225 22.1 25.4 249 20.8 20.1 23.7 23.0
FashionIQ R@20 29.9 29.2 332 325 275 26.6 31.0 29.8
R@50 41.2 403 44.8 43.9 38.2 36.6 42.1 40.5
7. (qisqe) = ¢
R@1 11.0 9.1 20.3 18.7 13.1 12.9 20.2 19.4
CIRR R@5 39.0 31.8 45.1 42.0 422 40.7 46.4 45.1
R@10 50.3 2.7 56.0 522 54.4 523 575 55.8
R@1 283 325 31.1 332 283 33.0 29.1 37.1
OVEN R@5 47.0 46.8 49.9 475 473 482 482 50.6
R@10 54.6 525 57.5 53.1 54.7 54.2 55.6 55.9
8. (qi, qt) — (ci, cr)
R@1 11.2 9.4 13.7 10.9 12.2 10.8 13.0 11.8
InfoSeek R@5 255 20.7 29.1 227 26.4 23.6 27.0 235
R@10 33.6 27.9 373 29.4 342 30.7 35.0 30.4
R@1 24.9 14.2 26.9 155 253 20.6 26.8 24.1
- Average R@5 445 337 472 35.2 45.1 433 46.6 45.4
R@10 475 36.3 49.8 37.1 47.7 46.0 49.2 47.8

Table 13. Benchmarking information retrieval recall@1/5/10 on M-BEIR for BLIP Base models. For Fashion200K and FashionlQ, we
report recall @10/20/50 following the original work.

20



	. Introduction
	. UniIR Framework
	. Problem Definition
	. UniIR Model

	. M-BEIR Benchmark
	. Data Format
	. Dataset Collection
	. Evaluation Metrics

	. Experiments
	. Baselines
	. Experimental Results
	. Comparison with Existing Methods

	. Related Work 
	. Conclusion
	. Visualization of Retrieval Results
	. Experiment Details
	. Data Collection
	. Additional Experiment Analysis


